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The Bar Association of Baltimore City

Centennial €dition

(Rl copy photographs in this issve were
done by Peter Rlunans and Dallas Weigel)

Unfortunately, it is not very We have become what we are We have singled out personali- May 16, 1980
often that those of us engagedin b of our antecedents and ties, firms, institutions and other
the practice of our ancient and the labors of those who came facets of legal Baltimore to high-

honorable profession have an
opportunity to look back and

ider our antecedents. The
practice of law in 1980, as we are
sure it must have been in 1880,
is a jealous mistress. It is time-
consuming and demanding. Our
rewards oft-times seem limited,
but we of the Baltimore Bar are
privileged to be the heirs of a
long and distinguished histery.
We are blessed with having the
best of two worlds, a bustling,
big-City practice that is both
sophisticated and urbane, and on
the other hand, we have a Bar
that is close-knit and cordial to
each other. Qurs is a Bench and
Bar that is steeped in civility. It
is a democratic Bar drawn from
all phases of society. We are
what we are because of the les-
sons handed down from one
generation to another. We have
evolved into what we respectful-
ly suggest is the epitome of what
a Bar should be. No, we are not
perfect. Yes, we have areas that
need improvement, however, on
balance an honest evaluation of
the Bar of this great City leaves
us with a sense of accomplish-
ment and satisfaction.

A Tribute To The Baltimore Bar.

before us. The scholarly pursuits
of our predecessors, their sense
of professional obligation, their
ethics, their sense of community
service and feeling of warm
camaraderie have passed from
one generation of Baltimore
lawyers to the next. No better
commentary can be made than
to quote the distinguished Mary-
land jurist Reuben Oppenheimer
who has written: “When we
speak of the traditions of the
Bar, we have in mind the seam-
less web of integrity, ability,
idealism and culture spun by the
lawyers of the past, whose con-
tributions to professional and
civic life we try to carry on. The
memories of these men are the
basic warp and woof of our pro-
fession.”

With the publication of this
special supplement to the Daily
Record, we celebrate the Centen-
nial of the Bar Association of
Baltimore City. The purpose of
this tabloid is to present a cross-
section of the history of the legal
profession in Baltimore since
1880. Our approach has been
selective:

light. In such a limited en-
deavor, it is simply not possible
to include everyone who should
be mentioned. We therefore ex-
tend our apologies to those out-
standing men and women whose

names did not find their way

into this supplement. They have
not been forgotten. They have
been memorialized at other
times, at meetings of the Bar
and in numerous -tributes and
have had their deeds inscribed
upon the records of the courts
before which they practiced.

In these pages, we look back
with pride and affection upon
some of the members of the Balt-
imore Bar whose names have
become legend; the law schools
they founded or attended; the
chronicles of law practice in the
intervening years since 1880;
and tributes to the practitioner
and the profession in general. If
we have awakened in the reader
a new appreciation of the rich
heritage which belongs to every
Baltimore lawyer; we will have
accainb:lishcd our goal.

'Thsedorz S. Milier
Philip Sherman
James F. Schneider

Etta Haynie Maddox

Monument Square, circa 1928. The old, old U.S. Post Office and Court
House (1889-1930) stands to the right. In front of the Battie Monument

is Abe Sherman’s Kiosk.

e

Tin “shingle” of John Hinkley (1864-1940), now in the offices of Clapp,
Somerville, Black and Honemann.

’ 3 ’ . Assistant State’s Attorney W. Calvin Chesnut and Deputy State’s

Judges of the Supreme Bench and Judge Morris of the U.S. District Attorney Robert M. McLane, Jr., in their office, 1897. The office was

Court, 1900. temporarily located at 207 N. Calvert Street during the construction of
the present Court House.

Supplement to The Dally Record
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J. Purdon Wright H. Vernon Eney

Joseph Bernstein G. C. A. Anderson

Harvey Bickel

Judge Herman Moser, Harry O. Levin and Judge Michael J. Manley,
1948,

In Praise Of
The Legal
Profession

The profession of the law fur-

nishes the only class who are, by
the very necessity of their posi-
tion, students not only of the
great principles of reason and
justice which lie at the founda-
tion of all law, but of the laws
themselves as they apply to the
pursuits and business of men.
The lawyer is, as I have said, “an
attorney-at-law,” that is, he
takes the place or turn of
another as the word implies; it is
his business to represent in the
law the business of his client,
whatever it may be. It is a
relation of agency of peculiar
delicacy, requiring absolute con-
fidence between the agent and
his principal. Thus the lawyer,
in the course of a large practice,
comes to be acquainted with the
principles and many of the de-
tails of every kind of business
and occupation. Questions of
theology, of medicine, of ana-
tomy, of mechanics, of trade, of
the fine arts, of literature, of
science and art, of personal
rights of every description, in
short, questions about every-
thing in which human beings
feel an interest and about which
they can differ, come before him,
and he is obliged to study them
carefully in order to understand
the merits of the controversy.
The amount of knowledge which
he thus acquires of special sub-
jects is often very consi ble.
* Afid his training makes him
conservative. The first thing he
learns is to respect precedent.
That which has been decided, he
follows, because it has been de-
cided. It is the voice of “the
recorded law.” It has been set-
tled by judges, after considera-
tion and upon argument, and he
soon learns to distrust his indi-
vidual opinion when it comes in
conflict with the judgment of
those who have ample means of
information, and to whose deci-
sion he is compelled to submit.
Thus, he is seldom disposed to
yield to the untried theories of
visionary reformers, whose spe-
culations have not been brought
to the test of experiment and
actual practice.

GEORGE WILLIAM BROWN
(1812-1890) in a lecture deli-
vered before the Maryland Insti-
tute on March 9, 1868 entitled
“The Relation of the Legal Pro-
fession to Society”.

Reverdy Johnson, Jr.

Governor Herbert R. O’Conor be-
gan his long and successful
career in politics as State’s Attor-
ney of Baltimore City.

Mayor Howard W. Jackson

William Frederick Frick (1817-
1905), at his death, the oldest
attorney in Baltimore. From his
portrait in the old Superior Cour-
troom No. 2 in the Baltimore
Court House, painted by Fred
Hall.

Marion A. Figinski

Richard F. Cleveland

Edward Ward

John J. White, Jr.
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To What Extent Should A Lawyer
Participate In Politics?

Address Delivered in 1933 Before the “Luncheon Club” of the
Bar Association of Baltimore City at the
Southern Hotel

By THEODORE R. McKELDIN

OF THE BALTIMORE BAR.

To what extent should a
lawyer participate in politics?-1I
wrote to Clarence Darrow and
submitted this question to him.
My letter was returned with the
word “over” at the bottom, and
on the other side in his own
handwriting he scratched these
sentences:

“Dear Mr. McKeldin: Nothing
could help politicks more than
getting rid of lawyers. I should
say that it would help almost
every activity, except the Courts,
to do likewise. Very truly, Clar-
ence Darrow.”

Henry W. Nevinson, special
correspondent of “The Sun,” in
an article in that paper on De-
cember 10, 1932, very severely
criticized Sir John Simon, Eng-
land’s Foreign Secretary, and
one of England’s greatest
lawyers and unrivaled pleaders,
for his partisan analysis and
presentation of the Japanpese
side of the Lytton report. Mr.
Nevinson accuses Sir John of
omitting the Chinese side
altogether as set forth in the
report and quoting only those

issages which are favorable to
Japan’s illegal action. After
making these accusations, Mr.
Nevinson concluded by saying,
“Sometimes I am inclined to
agree with those who would ex-
clude lawyers from the Govern-
ment entirely.” This statement
of Mr. Nevinson’s would indicate
that there are others who share
the views of Clarence Darrow to
rid politics of lawyers. It seems
to me, however, that in the light
of the contributions made by the
American lawyers to the growth
and development of this country,
Mr. Darrow’s statement should
not be taken too seriously. Of the
thirty-one Presidents, including
President-elect Franklin D.
Roosevelt, only eight of them
have not been lawyers —
Washington, William Henry
Harrison, Zachary Taylor,
Andrew Johnson, U. S. Grant,
Theodore Roosevelt, Warren G.
Harding and Herbert Hoover.

If anybody wants to know
where the well-springs of Amer-
ican liberties and American poli-
tical institutions really are to be
found, or the names of those who
were the makers of our constitu-
tional scheme of things, includ-
ing our Declarations of Rights,
our Independence and our Con-
stitutions, almost without excep-
tion they were lawyers. The De-
claration of Independence was
written by Thomas Jefferson, a
young lawyer at the age of thir-
ty-three, and was fashioned after
the Virginia Bill of Rights,
which Bill of Rights in turn was
written by that great lawyer,
George Mason.

With the exception of Ben-
jamin Franklin and George
Washington, all of the men of
note and importance in the Con-
stitutional Convention were
great lawyers. The Federalist,
that group of papers which was
written to persuade the people of
the United States of the merit
and virtue of the Constitution of
1787, that is the one that be-
came effective in 1789, were
written by three lawyers — Alex-
ander Hamilton, one of the
most brilliant lawyers who ever
lived in the United States, and
James Madison and James Mon-
roe. I think it-is practically con-
ceded that the Constitution of
the United States would not
have lasted for a year if it were
not for the adoption of the first
ten amendments, all of which
were written by lawyers. It is
doubtful whether the Constitu-
tion would have been adopted
without these compromises in
the form of these amendments.
What chance do you think the
Constitution would have had of
surviving had it not been for the
wisdom of that most remarkable
legal judicial legislator, John
Marshall?

The early Senators whose in-
fluence was the greatest and
whose names we remember were
lawyers — Daniel Webster, Hen-
ry Clay and John C. Calhoun —
and if you would pick out the
outstanding men in the United
States Senate today, you would
find that the great majority are
lawyers.

And why has the lawyer play-
ed such a conspicuous part in the
establishment of our Govern-
ment and in the perpetuation of
its institutions? This question is
very adequately answered in a
letter that I received from the
Hon. Newton D. Baker in con-
nection with the preparation of
this talk. He writes me as fol-
lows:

“Politics is a process by which
our institutions are made to
work, and as our institutions are
legal and as lawyers are sup-
posed to be better informed a-
bout legal things than laymen
are, it is the duty of the lawyer

to use his privileged position for
the benefit of his fellow-citizens
by making his information avail-
able and his influence and judg-
ment felt in public affairs.”

Lawyers have always taken an
active part in politics in the past,
and will undoubtedly continue to
take just as active a part in the
future. The question, however,
that I am discussing and the one
in which I am interested is to
what extent should a lawyer par-
ticipate in politics if he is ser-
iously interested in our profes-
sion as a career. Mr. Baker
answers that question in this
letter to me with the following
statements:

“Whether, and to what extent
a lawyer should take part in
politics seems to me a question
of personal equipment, interest
and inclination. It is, however,
fairly clear that politics as a
means of livelihood is likely to
be at the expense of successful
growth in the law as a profes-
sion.”

While it is true that men who
actively engage in politics, as a
general rule, never become very
profound lawyers, yet I think it
is fairly true that if our institu-
tions are to survive men of the
highest integrity and ability as
efficient administrators within
our profession must be willing to
make personal sacrifices by
accepting nominations for elec-
tive offices or positions in our
Government as appointive
officers.

This leads me to the third
letter which I received from Max
D. Steuér, and the answer to &
very important question which
this letter contains. When
should a man who is really de-
termined to be a lawyer accept a
political office whether elective
or appointive? Should he accept
such an office at the beginning of
his legal career or after he has
become fairly successful? I want
to read you just a few statements
of Mr. Steuer’s letter which con-
cludes with the answer to that
question. He writes:

“I think a lawyer should parti-
cipate in politics to the extent
that he believes his City, State
or the Nation needs him.
Whether he should seek an
elected or appointed office out-
side of his profession depends, in
my judgment, entirely on
whether he believes that in that
office he can be of especial assist-
ance to his community without
lasting detriment to his own in-
terests. I am opposed to a lawyer
being permitted to hold any posi-
tion connected with the law
which gives him the right to
conduct a private practice.
Lawyers must fill political posi-
tions. I regard that they are
most capable for them. As a rule,
they possess the qualifications
for a successful executive or
administrative officer and, of
course, they are the only ones
that possess the qualifications
for a judicial or quasi-judicial
office. Rarely does a man become
either a very competent or suc-
cessful Jawyer who has gone into
politics early in life. On the
other hand, a man who has made

a success in the profession and
then goes into public office, gen-
erally gives the greatest satisfac-
tion. To have made a success in
law, he must have been a man of
integrity and great capacity and,
therefore, he possesses all the
qualifications which are neces-
sary for a successful career in
public office.”

If you have definitely deter-
mined to use the profession only
as the basis for a political career,
then there is no reason why you
should not accept a political posi-
tion at the beginning of your
legal career. This was done by
Governor Ritchie, by Calvin
Coolidge, Franklin D. Roosevelt
and William F. Broening. These
men have devoted their lives to
the science of Government and
not to the profession of law.
Thomas Jefferson dedicated all
of his talents to the science of
Government and as a result was
finally reduced to poverty. He
died $30,000 in debt. The same
thing is true of Andrew Jackson
who also died a poor lawyer; and
Daniel Webster, who actually
collected from the Goodyear
Rubber people two years before
he died a $15,000 fee, which I
understand is a pretty large fee
even in these days, died some
$40,000 in debt, because of his
political activities and one or
two other activities.

Elbert Hubbard gives some
very sound advice in this connec-
tion when he says “Young man,
don’t get groggy over religion,
words, art or politics. They are
all good in moderation, but bad
if you get an overdose.”

The fourth letter that I re-
ceived came from John W. Davis
on January 10, 1933, and the
last sentence of that letter con-
tains some excellent advice for
politically minded lawyers. Mr.
Davis writes:

“I think a lawyer, like every
other good citizen, should parti-
cipate in politics. So far as public
office is concerned, Benjamin
Franklin’s rule is a good one:
Never to seek a public office nor
to refuse one which it was his
duty to accept. I do not think a
lawyer’s standing in the profes-
sion is or can be impaired by
service in the legal staff of the
Government, nor do I think a
part-time political appointment
disassociated from the legal pro-
fession is to his injury if it be not
too long continued.”

To me the important part of
this letter consists in the last
seven words, "if it be not too long
continued.”

A lawyer accepts a political
office and determines in his own
mind at the time that he accepts
that position that he will remain
in that job for only a few years or
for one term, and after having
made some valuable contacts
and after having received some
favorable publicity and become
known to the community, he will
retire from that political office
and devote all of his energies to
the practice of his profession.
Now what actually happens is
that a man who accepts a politic-
al position is gradually weaned
away from his profession so that

when his term of office expires
he has become so fascinated with
his political life that he has lost
his taste and his zest for the
legal profession. No matter how
unimportant his political
appointment may be he con-
vinces himself that he is des-
tined to be a great political fi-
gure in the history of his State.
The germ of this attitude, on his
part, is implanted in his mind by
all of the seekers of special
favors who call on him, and it is
amazing how susceptible men in
political office are to flattery.
You know the statements are
made for but one purpose, you
know that a great many of them
are absolutely insincere, and yet
you convince yourself that they
are true. You lose absolutely the
thrill that comes by digging up
the law, by differentiating one
case from the other, and you
become exceedingly superficial
and shallow in your reasoning
powers. Confident that you are a
man of destiny, you will fight to
hold on to your political office,
for it is disastrous for a politi-
cian to get out of the eye of the
public even for a year. No matter
how distasteful the job might be
you hold on until a higher poli-
tical office is available. During
this period, of course, your law
practice utterly disappears. So
far as law business is concerned
your clients want to do business
with a lawyer and not with a
politician. Your party is sudden-
ly turned out of power or that
particular faction of your party
loses its control and you find
yourself without a job and with-
out a law practice.

In conclusion let me give you
the answer that Martin W. Lit-
tleton, the lawyer from the
plains of Texas who now holds
forth at 149 Broadway, New
York, gave to me in his letter in
which he said in answer to my
question “To what extent should
a lawyer participate in politics?”

“My answer to that is, to the
extent it does not distract him
from the pursuit of his profession
if he really seriously intends to
practice law. After all is said and
done, the lawyer through the
profession can do a great deal
that is, perhaps better than he
can do in politics. In order to be
a successful and first-class
lawyer would require all of your
time and attention, and in so far
as you do not give your time and
attention but give it to some-
thing else, you have impaired
your chances of being the very
best.”

Excluding the opinion of Clar-
ence Darrow, the four other
lawyers quoted by me give in
substance this answer to the
question that I am discussing: If
you are seriously interested in
law as a profession don’t enter
politics at the beginning of your
professional career. If, however,
you do, remain only for a very
short time; for if you remain too
long it will be at the expense of
successful growth in your profes-
sion because the legal profession
demands all of your time and
attention if you would be a first-
class lawyer.
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“Law Clubs” In Baltimore

By SAMUEL H. FELDSTEIN
OF THE BALTIMORE BAR

ADDRESS DELIVERED THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1938, BEFORE THE
“LUNCHEON CLUB” OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF
BALTIMORE CITY, AT THE SOUTHERN HOTEL

This paper on "Law Clubs” in
Baltimore is the result of a re-
cent inquiry by L. Stanley Ford
of Hackensack on behalf of the
President of the New Jersey
State Bar Association. In his
effort to stimulate interest in
law clubs in New Jersey such as
he was advised exist in Balti-
more, Mr. Ford asked: "How are
these clubs organized? How do
they function? Just what do they
do aside from the discussion of
legal matters? How large are
they? Do they attempt to carry
on any Bar Association func-
tions? Are they actually orga-
nized or merely informal
groups?” etc.

In the labor of searching for
the answers, the idea was hatch-
ed that the accumulated findings
may be of interest to many mem-
bers of the local bar. This gave
birth to the hope that the pre-
sentation of the following infor-
mation through the medium of
the “Luncheon Club” will edify
some and entertain others.

Baltimore, as far as it can be
ascertained, has always had its
“Law Clubs.” These groups by
their very nature, exclusive, in-
formal and sedate, have shunned
publicity with the result that
very little information has been
left behind. Today the seven
clubs in existence have a rich
background of literary and social
tradition. The first clubs of
which there appears to be any
reference are two interesting
groups organized prior to the
Civil War. The first is the Friday
Club.!

THE FRIDAY CLUB (1852-61)

Twelve legal luminaries of the
early 1850’s met in the home of
William H. Norris on November
26, 1852 and organized the “Fri-
day Club.” In this group were
Severn Teackle Wallis, Henry

The Friday Cl

ub — Baltimore’s First Law Club

Winter Davis, William F. Frick,
Judge George W. Dobbin, Wil-
liam A. Talbott, William H. Nor-
ris, William Dorsey, Judge Ben-
jamin C. Presstman, Judge
George William, Brown, C. H.
Pitts, Thomas Donaldson, and
Frederick W. Brune. The meet-
ings were held on alternate Fri-
day evenings at each other’s
homes from eight o'clock to mid-
night. A supper of limited pre-
tentions both as to food and wine
was served. Those not on time at
eight o’clock were fined one dol-
lar and the sum total provided
for an annual dinner somewhere
in the country just before sum-
mer recess. The members, all of
middle age, were very congenial
and discussed law and literature
but rarely politics. In 1897 Wil-
liam F. Frick, then 80 years old
and the club’s last survivor gave
an account of the club’s history
to a writer® of a sketch of Henry
Winter Davis. Based on that
account and other sources, the
following information of the club
and its members is made known
by him:

Most of the names of members
of the group appear as those of
counsel in many cases in the
early volumes of the Maryland
Reports.

The first digest of Maryland
decisions was prepared and pub-
lished by three of these gentle-
men, Messrs. Norris, Brown and
Brune (1847).

Messrs. Dobbin and Brown
participated in the organization
of the Bar Library in 1840.

George William Brown was
the Mayor of Baltimore, who on
April 19, 1861, played such an
important part in bringing the
riot on Pratt Street to an end. He
was Chief Judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City from
1873 to 1888.

Mr. Severn Teackle Wallis
was not only a distinguished
lawyer but a man of exceptional
literary attainments and a fore-
most public citizen. He was a
member from Baltimore City to
the Legislature of 1861, famous
for its consideration of the re-
solution of the State’s secession
from the Union. Later in that
same year he and Mayor Brown
were two of a number of promin-
ent and influential citizens who
were arrested by the Federal
militia on orders from Washing-
ton and imprisoned at Fort
McHenry and at Fort Warren,
because the authorities at
Washington considered their
attitude toward the Confederacy
such as might bring about the
State’s secession.

Mr. William A. Talbott died
March 1, 1859 and was suc-
ceeded by Mr. I. Nevitt Steele
(whom Mr. Frick considered the
ablest lawyer of the whole
number).

George W. Dobbin was a mem-
ber of the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City from 1867 to
1882, being one of the five judges
first chosen to the Baltimore
Bench after the adoption of the
Constitution of 1867.

Mr. Henry Winter Davis was
very fond of the Friday Club and
used to come over from Washing-
ton to attend its meetings when
he was in Congress. The mem-
bers were all about the same
age. The last meeting was held
March 22, 1861, just before the
war, which put an end to the
club. Mr. Norris went jinto the
Southern Army, and Mr. Davis
had shortly before been re-
quested to resign on account of
his extreme abolition feeling. He
felt this very deeply. Both Davis
and Wallis always dressed very
well, as was the custom with
lawyers when they went into
court in those days. Davis was a
widower when the club started
and Messrs. Wallis and Talbott
the only unmarried men. Mr.
Davis was very fond of coming to
the house of Mr. Frick, and both
he and Mr. Wallis were very
fond of ladies’ society.

Mr. Frick said of Davis, “I
think that this club was the
great joy of his life in early years
and he deeply regretted having
to leave it. We all respected his
honesty, but he was too radical
in his views for even the
strongest Union men in the club
(but from another source I learn
that the club was incensed by a
speech that Mr. Davis made
shortly before the war, in which
he denounced the ‘silk stocking
gentry’).™

A photograph of the group of
members of the Friday Club
taken before March 1, 1859 was
presented in 1935 to the Bar
Library by Chief Judge Carrol T.
Bond of the Court of Appeals.*

THE TEMPLE CLUB (1854-
1861)

In the "Horwitz Addition” of
the Baltimore Bar Library may
be found a minute book of the
Temple Club containing a Con-
stitution of the club in the
beautiful and artistic penman-

ship of W. C. Pennington, its last
president. Its provisions are in-
teresting enough to quote:

1. Members of the Balti-
more Bar eligible, never
to exceed 13 in number.

2. Meeting once in each of
the months of January,
February, March, April,
October, November, De-
cember in the evening. At
each meeting, there shall
be a plain supper pro-
vided at a cost not ex-
ceeding the sum of one
dollar per member. No
member shall at a meet-
ing order or provide at
his own expense or at the
expense of the club, any
additional articles of food
or drink.

3. The officers of the club
shall be a President and a
Treasurer to be elected by
ballot at regular meeting
in January of every year.
The duty of the Treasurer
to notify members of the
time and place of each
meeting; to provide the
supper, and previous to
each meeting to assess to
and collect from each
member his quota of the
expense thereof. If any
member fails to pay his
quota for any two con-
secutive meetings, such
failure shall be deemed a
resignation of his mem-
bership and it shall be
the duty of the Treasurer
to report such delinquen-
cy to the Club on pain of
forfeiture of membership.

4. The club may, by a vote
of two-thirds of all its
members to be taken by
ballot, request any mem-
ber to resign.

5. Any member may, by
written notice or resigna-
tion, withdraw from the
club.

6. Permanent removal from
the city or quitting the
Profession shall be
deemed a resignation of
membership.

7. In case of a vacancy, per-
sons may be named as
candidates for member-
ship at any meeting
thereafter; at the next
meeting after such nomi-
nation, a vote shall be
taken by ballot and the
person receiving the
highest number of votes
shall be thereby nomin-
ated for membership; a
vote by ballot shall be
taken upon his election
and if he receive all the
votes cast, he shall be
declared elected. If one or
more votes be cast
against him, he shall be
ineligible for that vacan-
cy. In case of a tie on the
vote for nomination, it
shall be decided by lot. If
upon a ballot for election
the nominee be rejected
at the next meeting a
new ballot shall be had
for nomination and elec-
tion.

8. Any member may invite

a member of the Bar, not
resident in Baltimore, to
attend a regular meeting.
No other persons shall be
admitted.

9. When any Amendment to
these Articles is proposed, a
vote by Ballot shall be
taken, whether any action
shall be had upon such prop-
osed Amendment, one vote
against such action shall de-
cide the question in the
Negative.

10. The above articles shall not
be changed nor shall any
addition be made thereto,
without the written consent
of every member of the club.
James A. Buchanan (Presi-
dent)

E. Wyatt Blanchard
(Treasurer)

Archibald Stirling, Jr.
Charles Marshall
Wilson C. N. Carr
Henry Webster

R. J. Gittings

William Shepard Bryan
William C. Pennington
John Johns, Jr.

Levin Gale

I. Shaaff Stockett

A. W. Machen

Edward A. Israel

The first recorded minutes
show a meeting dated November
7, 1854 at Mrs. Rupels’ in Madi-
son Street. In the brief account is
noted the removal from the city
of John Johns, to practice law in
Iowa. At a subsequent meeting,
Edward Israel was elected in his
stead. The book contains mi-
nutes of several meetings and a
membership list for 1861 and no
further matters being recorded it
can be assumed that the Temple
Club suffered the fate of its con-
temporary, The Friday Club, dis-
bandment of its membership for
enlistment in the Confederate
Army.

JUNIOR BAR CALL TO ORGA-
NIZE
(1869)

In the classified advertising
columns of The Baltimore Law
Transcript of Saturday, January
23, 1869, page 119, under “Mis-
cellaneous” appears this ad:

Law Club

Notice
To the Junior Members of the
Bar and Students.

All those gentlemen who
are favorable to the formation
of a Junior Club of the Balti-
more Bar will please meet at
the City Court Room, on Mon-
day, January 25 at 8 p.m.

F. X. Ward T. S. Baer

G. M. Bond James Frame

Committee

In an editorial in the same
issue of this predecessor of THE
Bavrimore DaLy Recorp, the fol-
lowing encouraging words
appear:

“We hope the initial effort of
the Junior members of the Balti-
more Bar to form a Law Club,
based on a proper plan and look-
ing to the moral, literary, and
professional improvement and
the social interests of its mem-
bers, may prove a success.”

“Baltimore lawyers were once

(Continued on Page 5)
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famed for -their fraternal and
social tendencies and aptitudes.
We have heard that, formerly, a
liberal and enlightened esprit du
corps knit them together firmly
and made this Bar no less dis-
tinguished for the kindly person-
al intercourse and social ameni-
ties of professional life, than for
learning and ability in the
forum. Have the stern trials of
the war period through which we
have all passed somewhat
blunted the edge of the old ge-
nial humor? If so, now that the
‘trumpet’s clangor and the
cannon’s roar’ no longer stir the
blood, let us have peace and with
it, the restoration of those rela-
tions of cordial amity and frater-
nity which made the old Bar a
brotherhood, not merely in name
but in deed and in truth.”

In that same year it was in-
teresting to find that a further
activity for the interest of the
young lawyer was sponsored.
The Daily Law Transcript Satur-
day, May 1, 1869 calls attention
of the junior members of the Bar
to the organization of a Moot
Court, the first term of which
will be held in the City Court
room Monday night, May 3rd at
8 p. m. and on Monday of each
succeeding week, until further
notice. At the last meeting of the
Court, the following gentlemen
were elected judges: H. Clay Dal-
lam, Esq., on the Law side;
Judge Inglis on the Equity side;
and Spotswood Garland, Esq.,
Vice Judge.

THE LAWYERS’
TABLE
(1911 to —)
“We, the members of the
Lawyers’ Round Table, in order
to form a more perfect organiza-
tion, stimulate legal study, in-
sure harmony, provide for the
common enlightenment, promote
the general culture and secure
the blessings of free discussion to
ourselves and our successors, do
ordain and establish this Consti-
tution for the Lawyers’ Round
Table of Baltimore.” This pream-
ble and five articles’ making
provision for powers of the club
to be vested in a Board of Gov-
ernors composed of four mem-
bers, limitation to 25 members,
dues $10 per annum, meetings
provided for by the Board and
provision for amendment by
affirmative vote of no less than
17 members were adopted at the
organization meeting April 8,
1911 at the Baltimore Club.
The charter members of this,
today’s oldest law club, were
Randolph Barton, Jr., Carroll T.
Bond, William C. Coleman, Ro-
ger W. Cull, German H. H. Em-
ory, Joseph C. France, B. Howell
Griswold, Jr., Omer F. Hershey;
John Hinkley, Charles Morris
Howard, Oscar Leser, Arthur W.
Machen, Jr., William M. Maloy,
William L. Marbury, Alfred S.
Niles, Eugene O'Dunne, John
Phelps, William L. Rawls, Albert
C. Ritchie, John C. Rose, Morris
A. Soper, George Weems Wil-
liams, Raymond S. Williams and
W. W. Willoughby.
Subsequently elected to mem-
bership were Alexander Arm-

ROUND

strong, Jesse N. Bowen, Thomas
F. Cadwalader, W. Calvin Ches-
nut, Frank J. Goodnow, James
P. Gorter, Charles McHenry Ho-
ward, Stuart S. Janney, R. E.
Lee Marshall, Charles Markell,
T. Secott Offutt, Francis Neal
Parke, W. Ainsworth Parker,
Edgar Allan Poe, and Osborne
Y. Yellott.

The brilliant array of the
aforementioned members of the
City, State and Federal Bench
and Bar held monthly meetings
and dinners at the Baltimore
Club, alternating every now and
then with meetings at the Uni-
versity Club. During the Pro-
hibition era and for some years
thereafter the regular monthly
meetings and dinners were held
at the home of the Secretary,
Eugene O'Dunne. Then meetings
were resumed at the Baltimore
Club until 1932 when that club
disbanded because of the De-
pression. Thereafter the
Lawyers’ Round Table held its
sessions at the Maryland Club.

On the occasion of a meeting
January 13, 1934, in special hon-
or of Judge John J. Parker and
his associates of the Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Fourth
Circuit, Judge O'Dunne com-
piled a 14-page pamphlet con-
taining the constitution and
amendments of the “Lawyers’
Round Table” together with a
record of its membership and
meetings and subjects discussed
from its organization until its
meeting of January 13, 1934,
and including assignments of
meetings and speakers for the
years 1934 and 1935, as well as
a clever and humorous historic
note in the proverbial O’'Dunne
style.

An amendment to the Consti-
tution (March 14, 1925), pro-
vides for honorary membership.
Any member after he arrives at
the age of sixty may upon re-
quest become an honorary mem-
ber. He has the rights and pri-
vileges of an active member but
is not required to attend meet-
ings although liable for annual
dues. Such members are to be
known, collectively, as “The
Elder Brethen.” To date, only
Joseph C. France applied for
honorary membership. He “took
Silk in the order of the Elders,”
March 14, 1925. As narrated by
dudge O’Dunne, The Lawyers’
Round Table has had an in-
teresting and colorful career.
THE WRANGLERS (1920 to —)

Organized in 1920, the Wrang-
lers is an active group of from 25
to 30 members. They meet for
dinner on Thursday once each
month except during the three
summer months. The usual
meeting place is the 14 West
Hamilton Street Club. After the
meal is served an assigned mem-
ber will read a paper on a legal
topic of his own selection and
subject himself to a friendly
heckling and bombardment of
questions pertaining to the mat-
ter read. Meetings are very in-
formally conducted by the Pooh-
Bah, the only officer. William R.
Semans is this dignitary for the
year 1938. Annual dues are
charged to cover the cost of the

dinners served during the year,
including the Annual Dinner
held in May at which an outside
speaker is honored. In 1925 the
Wranglers held a joint meeting
with “The Lawyers’ Round
Table.” Election to membership
in the Wranglers is by invitation
only. Members of the Wranglers
are William L. All, Bridgewater
M. Arnold, Frederick W. Brune,
H. Warren Buckler, Jr., Hunt-
ington Cairnes, James Carey,
3rd, James T. Carter, George
Cochran Doub, Edgar T. Fell,
Joseph France, Douglas H. Gor-
don, George Gump, William L.
Henderson, Roger Howell,
Stuart S. Janney, Jr., John H.
Lewin, H. H. Walker Lewis, Wil-
liam L. Marbury, Jr, E. F. A.
Morgan, Southgate L. Morison,
Emory H. Niles, Frank B. Ober,
Reuben Oppenheimer, Norwood
B. Orrick, Charles G. Page, Wil-
liam R. Semans, Raymond S.
Williams, Robert W. Williams,
Roger B. Williams.
WEDNESDAY LAW CLUB
(1926 to —)

The Wednesday Law Club be-
gan on October 20, 1926, at the
Maryland Club with 20 members
“to promote learning and the
legal qualifications of its mem-
bers.” There are now 30 who
meet on the first Wednesday in
each month for dinner and dis-
cussion of a paper presented by
one of the group. Publication of
presented papers is optional with
the speakers. An annual dinner
is held at which an invited guest

is the speaker. Dues charged
cover the costs of the dinners
given through the year. At a
meeting in 1930 The Wednesday
Law Club played host to the
“Lawyers’ Round Table.” The
club is open to any active practi-
tioner over the age of 21 who
receives an invitation to join
from one of the members. He
must be elected unanimously.
The officers this season are:
President, Wendell D. Allen;
vice-president, Robert Stinson;
secretary-treasurer, Robert
France. Election is held in Octo-
ber. On the membership roll of
the Wednesday Law Club are
the following: Rowland K.
Adams, Wendell D. Allen, G. C.
A. Anderson, Thomas N. Biddi-
son, James Treat Carter,
Richard F. Cleveland, Eugene A.
Edgett, Robert France, Hilary
W. Gans, John B. Gontrum, Wil-
liam Lentz, Daniel B. Leonard,
John Henry Lewin, William D.
Macmillan, Clarence W. Miles,
Joshua W. Miles, Southey F.
Miles, Herman M. Moser,
Seymour O’Brien, Alfred P.
Ramsey, Douglas H. Rose, Whar-
ton C. R. Smith, Henry L. D.
Stanford, Jr., Robert Stinson,
Enos S. Stockbridge, John T.
Tucker, Henry H. Waters, Theo-
dore C. Waters, Eugene S. Wil-
liams, John S. L. Yost.

THE BARRISTERS’ CLUB

(1927 to —)
The Barristers, composed of

twenty-five veterans of the trial
table, organized in 1927. Dinner

meetings once each month were
held at the Southern Hotel and
are now held at the University
Club. A paper is read at each
meeting by one of the group. The
talk is subsequently published in
pamphlet form. John B. Gon-
trum is president and S. Ralph
Warnken is secretary of the Bar-
risters this year. The following
are members of the Barristers
Club: Lester W. Baldwin, Philip
S. Ball, J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr.,
Forrest Bramble, Philander B
Briscoe, Edward J. Colgan,
Arthur C. Eby, Bernard J.
Flynn, Wallis Giffen, John B.
Gontrum, Walter V. Harrison,
Walter V. Kraus, Austin J. Lilly,
William D. Macmillan, Michael
J. Manley, Paul E. Mason, Ches-
ter F. Morrow, Francis K. Mur-
ray, Herbert R. O’Conor, Laurie
H. Riggs, John Henry Skeen,
Horace T. Smith, E. M. Sturte-
vant, Ralph S. Warnken, Amos
W. W. Woodcock.
THE RULE DAY CLUB
(1932 to —)

The RuleDay Club was estab-
lished six years ago by some
progressive young men from the
larger law offices of the city. The
club meets each Rule Day, the
second Monday in each month,
for dinner at the Baltimore
Country Club. Membership is
limited to twenty-eight. The
members present papers by rota-
tion. The June meeting is re-
served annually as a special
occasion for the entertainment of

(Continued on Page 6)
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General Isaac Lobe Straus
1871-1946

By Judge Avrum K. Rifman (Ret.)

In the beginning of the 20th
Century, a legal meteor, while
streaking across the skies,
burned brightly in the legisla-
tive firmament in the State of
Maryland. Isaac Lobe Straus, as
a member of the House of Dele-
gates from Baltimore City, cap-
tured the hearts, the minds, and
the wills of that politically di-
vided membership, and by his
scholarly speeches, moral leader-
ship and zealous advocacy of the
people’s welfare, successfully
routed the entrenched political
bosses, and roundly defeated the
legislation which was inimical to
the public welfare.

The career of this courageous
and independent crusader in his
campaign for the passage of
what is now designated as “pub-
lic consumer laws”, reached its
zenith in the legislative sessions
of 1908-1912, at which time he
was serving his elective term as
Attorney General of the State of
Maryland. Many of such daring,
pioneering and far-reaching
“consumer laws” were drafted
and fought for by him, and
thereafter were duly passed by
the State Legislature over the
fierce and bitter opposition of the
“vested interests”, and their wily
and powerful “political lob-
byists.” For the first time, legis-
lation was passed creating the
Public Service Commission, the
Pure Food and Drug Act, the
Corrupt Practices Act, and
Direct Primary Law, the Motor
Vehicle Law, and many other
public oriented laws.

Isaac Lobe Straus was born in
Baltimore City on March 24,
1871. His father, William H.
Straus was a merchant. His
mother, Annette Lobe Straus
was a cousin of United States
Senator, Isidor Raynor. Mr.
Straus received his A.B. degree
from Johns Hopkins University
in 1890. In addition to being an
honor student, he was the reci-
pient of the university scholar-
ship, and for one year he was
engaged in the post-graduate
studies of political science and
Roman law. He graduated with
honors from the University of
Maryland in 1892 and was
admitted to the Bar the same
year.

He was appointed General
Counsel to the Board of Super-
visors of Elections for Baltimore
City in 1899, elected to the
House of Delegates in 1902, and
became a member of the Burnt
District Commission of Balti-
more City in 1904, His first
important public interest case,
involving the State of Maryland
v. The Baltimore & Ohio Rail-
road, was his association with
the elder statesman, Governor
William Pinckney Whyte, and
the distinguished lawyer, author
and teacher, John P. Poe, in
their joint representation of the
State. They recovered the sum of
$2,500,000.00 from the Washing-
ton Branch for the State. In 1907

Isaac Lobe Straus (1871-1946)

he was elected Attorney General
under the administration of Gov-
ernor Austin L. Crothers. In
1914 he failed to receive the
democratic nomination in his
campaign for the United States
Senate. The politicians then in
power were still smarting from
Mr. Straus’ legislative independ-
ence in the past, and the defeat
he administered to them, in his
opposition to the legislation
sponsored by the political bosses
and the special interests. Howev-
er, Mr. Straus continued to
assert leadership in the Demo-
cratic party. He stumped the
State for Governor Woodrow
Wilson, Governor Alfred E.
Smith and Governor Franklin D.
Roosevelt in their Presidential
campaigns.

In 1931, Mr. Straus and Judge
Henry Duffy were appointed spe-
cial State’s Attorneys for Balti-
more City to investigate and
prosecute the alleged malefac-
tors of land acquisitions for the
construction of the viaduct. The
trials were known to the public
as The Bath Street Scandals. In
1933 General Straus led the up-
rising against a fifth term
sought by Governor Albert C.
Ritchie. Following the election of
Harry W. Nice as Governor, one
of the important programs insti-
tuted by him was the correction
and revision of the State institu-
tions, and he prevailed upon
General Straus to become one of
the three members of the impor-
tant “State Survey Commission.”

Renown and success in his
public, professional and private
undertakings were intertwined
with bitter disappointments and
personal frustrations. During
those dark hours, the creed of his
most favorite "John Milton”,
appearing in the ode "“To Mr.
Cyriac Skinner Upon his Blind-
ness”, inspired Mr. Straus to
stand “four square” against the
cruel adversities of the day. This
credo was:

". . . yet I argue not Against

Heaven's Hand, or Will, nor

bate one jot Of Heart or

Hope; but still bear up, and

steer Right onward . . ."

His unflagging devotion to the
general welfare, whether in or
out of public office, was, at all

times, the guiding star in his
life. This great attribute was
exceeded, if that were possible,
by his gentle nobility. This qual-
ity is illustrated by his not infre-
quent unstinted public recogni-
tion of merit. An important case
had been concluded, at which
time Mr. Joseph Townsend Eng-
land said to Mr. Straus, “Gener-
al, I'd like to congratulate you
for the excellent Bill of Com-
plaint you drafted in this diffi-
cult and complex case.” To which
Mr. Straus, without a moment’s
hesitation, replied, “Mr. Eng-
land, don’t congratulate me. Con-
gratulate this young man,”
pointing to a young fledgling
lawyer who had recently taken
employment with him, “he
alone drafted the entire Bill of
Complaint.” The lightning-quick
exultation experienced by that
novitiate lawyer, no kith or kin
to General Straus, and of no
claim to political or social status,
or wealth, or cultural or ivy
league attainments, in being
suddenly lifted to such great
heights, was comparable to the
rhetorical question -uttered by
John Milton in “Paradise Lost”,
Book II, “Dwels in all Heaven
charitie so deare?”

Mr. Straus died on February 4,
1946, and he was buried in the
Har Sinai cemetery on Erdman
Avenue.

His professional career may be
best summed up by recalling the
words uttered by Judge Eli
Frank, Sr., in the thirties, at the
conclusion of a case heard by
him in the Circuit Court of Balt-
imore City No. 2, as follows:

“General Straus was un-
doubtedly the finest advocate
who ever appeared before me.”

Law Clubs

(Continued from Page 5)

another Law Club or for an
address by some Judge or other
prominent lawyer. Each member
is taxed for the costs of the
dinner whether he attends or not.
The Secretary is the only officer
and this post is now held by
Rignal W. Baldwin, Jr. Last year
Judges Bond, Parke and Offutt
were guests of honor, in 1936
Mr. Dean Acheson and in 1935
Judge Morris A. Soper. This
June a sort of father and son
occasion will be held with each
member having as his guest a
senior partner of his firm or
some other older lawyer. Mem-
bers of The Rule Day Club are:
John W. Avirett, 2nd, Rignal W.
Baldwin, Jr., Robert Bowie, Her-
bert M. Brune, Jr., Brodnax
Cameron, Charles Carroll, Jr.,
Charles P. Coady, Jr., J. Crossan
Cooper, Jr., O. Bowie Duckett,
Jr., McKenny W. Egerton,
Charles C. G. Evans, H. Vernon
Eney, Eli Frank, Jr., William A.
Grimes, D. Heyward Hamilton,
Jr., Hall Hammond, Thomas M.
Jenifer, Charles T. LeViness,
3rd, H. H. Walker Lewis, Wil-
liam J. McWilliams, Fendall
Marbury, Ambler H. Moss, Hun-
ter H. Moss, Cornelius P. Mun-
dy, Lawrence Perin, Edgar Allan

Poe, Jr., Roszel C. Thomsen, R.
Dorsey Watkins, G. Van Velsor
Wolf.
“THE” LAW CLUB (1933 to —)

“The” Law Club, which neg-
lected to give itself a specific
name other than “The” had its
beginning in 1933. It embraces a
scholarly membership of nine-
teen who meet once each month
at the Phoenix Club on Eutaw
place. Dinner is served and is
followed by a discussion of the
legal subject introduced by the
assigned speaker. Joseph Sher-
bow is the current secretary and
Abram C. Joseph the presiding
officer. The following are mem-
bers of “The” Law Club: E. Mil-
ton Altfeld, Joseph Bernstein,
Allan H. Fisher, Morton P.
Fisher, Samuel L. Fisher, Abram
C. Joseph, Daniel L. Joseph,
Herbert Levy, Joseph Sherbow,
Simon E. Sobeloff, Jacob S. New,
Albert H. Blum, Daniel Ellison,
Emanuel Gorfine, Jacob Kart-
man, A. B. Makover, Henry
Siegel, Joseph Siegel, Maxwell
Suls.

ROGER B. TANEY CLUB

(1936 to —)

The Roger B. Taney Law Club
organized in the early part of
1936 with a group of twenty
lawyers to honor a great Mary-
land lawyer, has not settled to a
routine procedure of meeting. C.
Arthur Eby, Esquire, represent-
ing a committee of this group
presented a resolution at the
memorial proceedings held in
the United States District Court
in honor of Chief Justice Roger
Brooke Taney.

“THE LUNCHEON CLUB”

“The Luncheon Club” of the
Bar Association of Baltimore
City while strictly not a club in
the category of the seven above
described existing law clubs is
an interesting and modern de-
velopment of an important func-
tion of an alert Bar Association
activity. It is sponsored by the
Headquarters Committee of the
Bar Association of Baltimore
City. John Holt Richardson has
been chairman of the Committee
for a number of years. All mem-
bers of the Bar and Bench have a
standing invitation to attend the
lunches at the Headquarters of
the Association, 1217 Southern
Hotel, provided they pay for
their lunch. Only the Thursday
guest speaker is allowed a free
meal. The group that gathers is
unnumbered, informal and con-
genial. Lunch is served promptly
at 12:30 and the speaker begins
at 1 o’clock, being allowed one-
half hour for presentation of his
paper on any legal or quasi-legal
subject of his own selection. The
speaker is requested to have the
subject in written form for sub-
mission to THE Day Recorp for
publication. Copies of the talks
have been preserved and kept in
loose-leaf volumes chronological-
ly arranged. Indexes to them by
author, title, and subject-matter
covering the six-year period from
1932 to 1937, inclusive, were
published in Tue Dawy Recorp,
Tuesday, April 19, 1938. The
quality of the talks has been
consistently good and the publi-

cation of them is usually widely
read.

The Bar Association formerly
opened its headquarters on
Thursday, September 25, 1930,
but it was not until January 21,
1932, that the “Luncheon Club”
inaugurated an open forum pro-
gram. There is no membership
list, no dues, no business discus-
sed. A Secretary of the Head-
quarters Committee arranges
the speaking schedules. The
announced purpose of the weekly
meeting was to form a closer
relationship between the young
and old members of the Balti-
more Bar. Accordingly, speakers
as a rule have been restricted to
lawyers who have been at the
Bar less than ten years. On
occasions papers are presented
by the veterans or outside speak-
ers. Thus, many valuable papers
on legal topics and research have
been engendered and the young
lawyer has been encouraged to
make contribution to legal lore
and literature. The committee
sponsoring the Luncheon Club
has been approached by the
members of the Bar with the
suggestion that the addresses be
bound in book form and placed
on sale. It may be feasible some-
time to finance such a project.

Arthur T. Vanderbilt, Presi-
dent of the American Bar Asso-
ciation, on his recent visit here
as a guest of the Baltimore Bar
remarked to Robert France, our
Secretary, that Baltimore is uni-
que in the possession of its many
congenial law clubs. Other visit-
ing attorneys have made similar
comment. The long reputation
for congeniality and literary
activity of the Baltimore City
Bar is in no small part due to the
function of these law clubs. They
have always been among the Bar
of Baltimore and likely will al-
ways be.
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Black Attorneys In The Baltimore
City Justice System Since 1877

by Judge Joseph C. Howard and Lawrence W. Shavers

Efforts of the black Baltimo-
reans to participate in the city’s
justice system began in the
1800’s when the state constitu-
tion restricted the practice of law
to “free white male citizens of
Maryland, above the age of 21.”
It also provided that “lawyers
from other states shall be admit-
ted on the same terms as
lawyers from Maryland are
admitted. . . .”

According to A.B. Koger's
essay on The Negro Lawyer in
Maryland (1948), the first black
lawyer granted permission to
practice law within the confines
of Maryland was Charles S.
Taylor. On June 22, 1877,
Taylor, a member of the Mas-
sachusetts bar, presented his

‘credentials to the Federal Dis-

trict Court of Maryland, and on
a motion made by the Honorable
Archibald Stirling, Jr., was cer-
tified to practice law before the
federal courts of Maryland.

Almost immediately, Taylor
petitioned the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City for permission’ to
practice in the state courts. Per-
mission was denied. Taylor
appealed the Supreme Bench’s
decision on the grounds it con-
flicted with the Fourteenth
Amendment to the United States
Constitution. On December 20,
1877, he lost again, this time in
the Court of Appeals of Mary-
land. Disappointed and discour-
aged, Taylor returned immedi-
ately to Boston. :

Unlike Taylor, other blacks
fused to t defeat. Rev. Dr.

L 4

_Harvey Johnson, Bishop A.W.

Wayman, Ashbie Hawkins, and
other concerned leaders laun-
ched a campaign for the admis-
sion of qualified blacks to the
Maryland bar. The Baltimore
Sun and such prominent white
lawyers as Alexander Hobbs
joined the struggle. After almost
six years of pressure, on March
19, 1885, the Supreme Bench
held that color alone could not
bar a person from the practice of
law. About five months later,
Everett J. Waring became the
first black lawyer who made it
through the Maryland bar. Born
in Ohio in 1859, Waring gradu-
ated from Howard University
Law School in 1885 and received
his M.A. degree in 1893. In his
life time (he died in 1950), eight
other blacks were similarly cer-
tified, all of them joined the bar
around the turn of the century.
Included in this group were
George L. Pendleton, Warner T.
McGwinn, C.C. Fitzgerald, Wil-
liam L. Fitzgerald, George M.
Lane, and W. Ashbie Hawkins.

The black bar in Maryland
grew to almost 20 lawyers dur-
ing the early 1900’s. Before the
’80’s, most black lawyers hand-
led criminal, divorce, real estate,
and probate matters. In 1934,
Arthur E. Briscoe was appointed
Assistant City Solicitor and thus
became the first lawyer of color
to hold an appointed legal posi-

Everett J. Waring
tion.

Before 1935, when Donald
Murray’s case opened the Uni-
versity of Maryland Law School
to blacks (Murray later became
the first of his race to graduate
from this institution), the major-
ity of black lawyers were gradu-
ates of Howard University Law
School, with others coming from
Yale, Harvard, Boston Universi-
ty, Dickinson, and other north-
east institutions.

In the mid '30°s and for de-
cades thereafter, blacks were de-
nied membership in the Mary-
land State and the Baltimore
City Bar Associations. On April
2, 1935, blacks established the
Monumental City Bar Associa-
tion. Its founders were Thurgood
Marshall, Warner T. McGwinn,

‘Robert P. McGwinn, Emory R.

Cole, W. Ashbie Hawkins, Karl
Phillips, and George Evans. By
the end of World War I1, it had a
membership of over 35 lawyers.
In 1948, the black firm of Brown,
Allen and Watts, was estab-
lished.

Black women also made his-

tory in Maryland when in 1951,

Juanita Jackson Mitchell be-
came the first among them
admitted to the bar. Soon there-
after, she was joined by Lena K.
Lee. Sisterhood blossomed furth-
er that year when the wives of
21 black lawyers established an
association called the Lawyers’
Wives with Mrs. Mercedes Doug-
las as its first president.

Judge E. Everett Lane

Included among black lawyers
who achieved significant success
in the 50’s were: George Rose-
dom, appointed first black Assis-
tant State’s Attorney by Anselm
Sodaro, State’s Attorney for
Baltimore City (1954); Harry A.
Cale, elected to the Maryland
Senate (1954) and appointed to

_represent the State Accident

Fund of the Attorney General’s
Office (1955), and responsible for
many important appointments of
blacks in the ’50’s; William H.
Harris, appointed Deputy U.S.
Marshall (1956). That same
year, Dallas S. Nicholas, W.A.C.
Hughes, and E. Everett Lane,
became the first blacks to be
admitted to the Baltimore City
Bar Association.

In 1957, E. Everett Lane be-
came the first black People’s
Court judge in the state’s his-
tory, and was followed by Robert
B. Watts, who became the first
black Democrat to hold judicial
office. The next year, Judge
Lane and John R. Hargrove inte-
grated the Maryland State Bar
Association (a year earlier, Har-
grove, who had become the first
black Assistant U.S. Attorney in
1955, had been named Deputy
U.S. Attorney, a position he held
until 1962).

Judge George L. Russell

The ¢rganized efforts of black
lawyers in the late ’50’s gave
impetus to expanded legal parti-
cipation in the ’'60’s, which
opened with more than 75 blacks
admitted to the bar. Break-
throughs in the ’60’s included
the appointment of Robert B.
Watts as associate judge of the
Municipal Court (1961); the
appointment of Jacques E. Leeds
as Assistant Attorney General
(1962); the elevation of George
L. Russell, Jr. to the position of
associate judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City (1966);
the election of Joseph C. Howard
as the first black elected to the
Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City (1968); the appointment of
U. Theodore Hayes as master of
the Juvenile Court (1969); and
the appointment of J. Franklin
Bourne as commissioner for the

Workmen’s Compensation Com-

mission (1969).

New ground was also broken
by black law students. Larry S.
Gibson was appointed law clerk
by Federal District Court Judge
Frank A. Kaufmann in 1967 and
William H. Murphy, Jr. was
selected law clerk for Robert C.
Murphy, who was then chief
judge of the Court of Special
Appeals.

During the first half of the
1970’s, blacks continued to make
headway in their efforts to parti-
cipate in the Maryland justice
system. The 1970 election made
Milton B. Allen State’s Attorney
for Baltimore City, William H.
Murphy, Sr. District Court
Judge, and Paul L. Chest

Chief Clerk of the Court of Com-
mon Pleas.

Appointments by the Judici-
ary and by city and state execu-
tives provided rich opportunities
in the legal field. W. Emerson
Brown became the first black
examiner for the Circuit Court of
Baltimore City in 1970. In 1971,
John R. Hargrove was elevated
to administrative judge in the
Baltimore City District Court. In
1972, Charles H. Dorsey, Jr. be-
gan to serve on the Board of
Maryland Law Examiners, and
in 1973, George L. Russell, Jr.,
became president of the Balti-
more City Bar Association.

In 1974, Benjamin L. Brown
replaced George Russell as City
Solicitor. Also in that year,
David T. Mason became the first
black appellate judge in the his-
tory of the state when Governor
Marvin Mandel appointed him
associate judge of the Court of
Special Appeals. Before the
year’s end, Charles H. Dorsey,
Jr. was made Executive Director
of the Legal Aid Bureau.

Some movement forward even
reached the faculty of the Uni-
versity of Maryland in 1971,
with the hiring of William L.
Robinson as part-time instructor
of law under Dean William L.
Cunningham. William Robinson
was followed by Isaiah Baker in
1972 as the first full-time assis-
tant professor. In 1973, Prof
Baker was joined by James P.
Chandler. On the faculty today
are Larry S. Gibson, Edward
Laing, and Evelyn Omega
Cannon.

In 1975, Robert M. Bell was
appointed Judge of the District
Court for Baltimore City. In

Judge Bell's seat as District
Court Judge for Baltimore City.

The nature and extent of black
participation in our state justice
system over the past 100 years is
impressive indeed, but the goal
of fair representation has hardly
been achieved. Only approxi-
mately 280 of the more than
3000 lawyers in the City of Balt-
imore are black; 124 of the 1500
law students, 3 of the 21 District
Court judges, 4 of the 23 Sup-
reme Bench judges, 2 of the 4
Orphan’s Court judges; 3 of the 8
Juvenile Court masters, and 2 of
the 20 appellate court judges are
black. In addition, 4 of the 26
Assistant U.S. Attorneys are
black; 7 of the 59 attorneys who
work in Baltimore City for the
Attorney General's Office are
black; 1 of the 109 prosecutors in
the State's Attorney’s Office; are
black, 10 of the 80 attorneys in
the Public Defender’s Office, and
4 of the 70 Assistant City Solici-
tors are black.

Finally, the impact and contri-
butions made by the black
lawyer of Maryland has not been
limited to the territorial bound-
aries of this state. Few states or
ethnic groups can boast that one
of its own has been appointed
Solicitor General of the United
States and Associate Justice the
United States Supreme Court.
Or, for that matter, head of the
Legal Defense Fund’s historic
march towards freedom. These,
of course, are major accomplish-
ments of one of the charter mem-
bers of the Monumental City Bar
Association, the Honorable
Thurgood Marshall.

Nor can many g.vups point to
a second member of their. bar

iation who has served for

1977, Harry A. Cole b the

first black appointed to the
Maryland Court of Appeals. Also
in 1977, Larry S. Gibson was
appointed as Assistant Deputy
Attorney General of the United
States, the first black to ever
hold this position. In 1979, Mr.
Gibson was selected as the Re-
porter to the Standing Commit-
tee on rules of practice and proc-
edure for the Court of Appeals of
Maryland. Judge Joseph C. Ho-
ward became the first black ever
appointed Judge to the Federal
District Court of Maryland and
Judge Robert M. Bell was ele-
vated to Judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore of Baltimore
City. More recently, Neal Jan-
ney has been selected to fill

over two decades in the hierar-
chy of the largest and oldest civil
rights organization. Clarence
Mitchell, II, is known from coast-
to-coast as the Director of the
Washington Office of the
NAACP. He was also appointed
a member of the delegation to
the United Nations 30th assem-
bly. Other notable members of
the Monumental City Bar Asso-
ciation include Vern L. Green,
appointed by President Dwight
D. Eisenhower as General Coun-
sel of the United States Post
Office, Wardell G. Freeland,
widely known legal counsel for
Pittsburgh Steel, and Charles P.
Howard, Jr., past president of
the National Bar Association.

This "Centennial €dition” of The Bar
Association of Baltimore City has been
produced in part as a contribution by The
Daily Record Company to the Bar's
Centennial Celebration.

The Daily Record congratulates the Bar
Association of Baltimore City and wishes it
well in its service to the Bar and the public.
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BEFORE THE

Supreme Bench Of Baltimore City

Filed March 19, 1885

IN THE MATTER OF CHARLES S. WILSON

Per curiam—

Charles S. Wilson, a person of
color formerly a citizen of Mas-
sachusetts, where he was admit-
ted to the practice of law and
now a citizen of Maryland, ap-
plies to this Court for admission
to practice law in the Courts of
Baltimore City. The Act of 1876,
ch. 264, which is in this respect
only a re-enactment of Art. 11,
Sec. 3, of the Maryland Code
excludes colored persons from
that right and the question is
whether he is entitled to admis-
sion notwithstanding that Act.

Sec. 1 of the 14th Amendment
to the Constitution of the United
States provides that:

“All persons born or natural-
ized in the United States and
subject to the jurisdiction thereof
are citizens of the United States
and of the State wherein they
reside. No State shall make or
enforce any law which shall
abridge the privileges or im-
munities of citizens of the Un-
ited States; nor shall any State
deprive any person of life, liberty
or property without due process
of law; nor deny to any person
within its jurisdiction the equal
protection of the laws.”

The case of Strauder vs. West
Virginia, decided in 1879, settled
the question that hy farce of the
1at nt of th
tution of the United States and
particularly the last clause
thereof colored men cannot be
excluded from the jury on
account of their race or color,
because as the Court says in its
opinion, 100 U. S. Rep: — p. 306,
the Amendment “was designed
to assure to the colored race the
enjoyment of all the civil rights
that under the law are enjoyed
by white persons and to give to
that race the protection of the
general government in that en-
joyment whenever it should be
denied by the States.” On page
307 the Court adds that the
Amendment “is to be construed
liberally to carry out the pur-
poses of its framers. It ordains
that no State shall make or
enforce any laws which shall
abridge the privileges or im-
munities of citizens of the Un-
ited States (evidently referring
to the newly made citizens who
being citizens of the United
States, are declared to be also
citizens of the State in which
they reside). It ordains that no
State shall deprive any person of
life, liberty or property, without
due process of law, or deny to
any person within its jurisdic-
tion the equal protection of the
laws. What is this but declaring
that the law in the States shall
be the same for the black as for
the white; that all persons,
whether colored or white, shall
stand equal before the laws of
the States, and in regard to the
colored race, for whose protec-

tion the Amendment was pri-
marily designed, that no discri-
mination shall be made against
them by law because of their
color. The words of the Amend-
ment, it is true, are prohibitory
but they contain a necessary
implication of a positive immun-
ity, or right, most valuable to
the colored race — the right to
exemption from unfriendly legis-
lation against them distinctively
as colored — the exemption from
legal discriminations, implying
inferiority in civil society, les-
sening the security of their en-
joyment of the rights which
others enjoy, and discrimina-
tions which are steps towards
reducing them to the condition of
a subject race.”

“That the West Virginia Sta-
tute respecting juries — the Sta-
tute that controlled the selection
of the grand and petit jury in the
case of the plaintiff in error — is
such a discrimination, ought not
to be doubted. Nor would it be if
the persons excluded by it were
white men. If in those states
where the colored people consti-
tute a majority of the entire
population a law should be
enacted excluding all white men
from jury service, thus denying
to them the privilege of partici-
pating equally with the blacks in

inistration of justice, we
apprehend no one would be
heard to claim that it would not
be a denial to white men of the
equal protection of the laws.”

The Court therefore concluded
that the Statute of West Virgi-
nia amounted “to a denial of the
equal protection of the laws to a
colored man when he is put upon
trial for an alleged offense
against the State.” 100 U. S.
310.

Such being the interpretation
placed upon the Federal Consti-
tution by the Supreme Court of
the United States it becomes
necessary to consider whether
that decision has any, and if so
what, bearing upon the restric-
tive provision of the Maryland
Code above referred to. If it
should be found upon examina-
tion that the Fourteenth Amend-
ment as thus authoritatively
construed in effect overrules that
restrictive provision, either ex-
pressly or by necessary and un-
avoidable implication, it is made
the imperative duty of this Court
by force of the second Article of
the Maryland Declaration of
Rights, itself declaratory of pre-
existing law, to give full effect to
the Constitution of the United
States, anything in the law of
this state to the contrary not-
withstanding. If the authority of
our own Court of Appeals is
needed in support of this posi-
tion, it may readily be found in
the very recent case of Pinkney
vs. Lanchan, not yet reported.

What then is the scope and
effect of the decision in the West
Virginia case?

A juror merely decides in such
a case the guilt or innocence of
the accused upon the evidence
submitted to the jury. The Judge
determines what evidence shall
be so submitted — he may ex-
clude from their consideration
all evidence making in favor of
the accused and admit only that
which makes against him — if
the jury wrongfully finds a ver-
dict against the defendant, the
Judge may continue the wrong
by refusing a new trial — in
inflicting the punishment for the
offence, the Judge in most cases
determines the length of the im-
prisonment, and in one case he
determines whether the punish-
ment shall be imprisonment or
death. Moreover, in this City the
Judges appoint the Grand Jury
and select the names from which
the petit juries are drawn. If
therefore, a law excluding all
colored men from the opportun-
ity of becoming Jurors because of
their color is a denial of the
equal protection of the laws to
them, a law excluding them from
the like opportunity of filling the
judicial office and participating
in the selection of juries is like-
wise a denial to them of that
equal protection, and the deci-
sion in Strauders’ case that a law
excluding them from the possi-
bility of becoming jurors is un-
constitutional and void is equal-
ly applicable to a law which
removes from the negro race all
chance of participation in other
branches of the adminidtration
of the law quite as essential to
their security.

At the time of the adoption of
the Maryland Constitution of
1867 the above provision in the
Maryland Code was the law gov-
erning the admission to practice.
That Constitution in Art. 4, Sec.
2, upon the qualification of the
Judges provides that “they shall
be not less than thirty years of
age at the time of their election
or appointment and shall be
selected from those who have
been admitted to practice law in
this State.” If then the Code
excludes the colored man from
the right to be admitted to prac-
tice law and the Maryland Con-
stitution requires that the
Judges shall be selected from
those who have been so admit-
ted, it would follow that the
Constitution excludes the col-
ored man from the right to be a
Judge. When therefore the 14th
Amendment was adopted in
1868 the above provision in the
Maryland Constitution would
have immediately become un-
constitutional and void if the
provision in the Code were still
operative. The provision in the
Maryland Constitution standing
by itself is not in violation of the
14th Amendment — it could
only become so by the operation
upon it of the exclusion of the
colored man made by the Code if
that were possible. In other
words the provision in the Mary-
land Constitution, valid when
standing by itself, would be

made void by the provision in
the Code which imports an un-
lawful distinction. But the Con-
stitution of Maryland is the pa-
ramount law overriding the
Code and all acts of Assembly. It
can make void an Act of Assem-
bly, but it cannot be made void
by one and when the two come
into conflict the Act of Assembly
must fall.

The above considerations pre-
sent the answer to the sugges-
tion, which might otherwise be
made, that since the Statute
limits the membership of the bar
to white citizens only, the 14th
Amendment would operate upon
the provisions of the Maryland
Constitution, and eliminate the
restriction in the selection of
Judges from members of the bar
alone and open the office in that
manner to all citizens irrespec-
tive of race. The Statute, and not
the Constitution, must give way,
if the conjoint effect of both
would be to produce a repug-
nance not incident to the Consti-
tution alone.

The principles of Constitution-
al law laid down in the Strauder
case in our opinion conclusively
settle this case, not only upon
the grounds already stated, but
upon others also.

The whole Court concurred in
the decision except Judges Clif-
ford and Field, and it is a signifi-
cant circumstance that the latter
in the subsequent case of the
Butchers’ Union Co. vs. Crescent
City Co., 111 U. 8. p. 758, de-
cided in 1883 in the separate
opinion which he gave assumes
that the right of all citizens of
the U. S. to be admitted to the
bar except by regulations alike
affecting all persons of the same
age, sex and condition is a prop-
osition too plain for argument.
“It cannot be”, he says, “that a
State may limit to a specified
number of its people the right to
practice law, the right to prac-
tice medicine, the right to preach
the gospel, the right to till the
soil, or to pursue particular busi-
ness or trades and thus parcel
out to different parties the var-
ious vocations and callings of
life.”

And it is equally significant
that in the same case, p. 764,
Judge Bradley who although he
united in the decision of the
Court, gave a separate opinion
in which Judges Harlan and
Woods concurred, used language
equally emphatic.” He says “I
hold it to be an incontrovertible
proposition of both English and
American public law that all
mere monopolies are odious and
against common right,” and he
adds, "I hold that the liberty of
pursuit — the right to follow any
of the callings of life — is one of
the privileges of a citizen of the
United States.”

As we have already stated the
particular question decided in
that case, is that colored men
cannot by reason of their race be
excluded from sitting on juries,
and the Court holds that to ex-
clude them by law from the
opportunity of sitting on a jury,

when a colored man is put on his
trial for a criminal offence is
discriminating against -the ac-
cused and depriving him of equal
protection and is therefore prohi-
bited by the 14th Amendment,
but the decision goes much
farther than that. It decides that
colored men are entitled to sit on
juries not only because colored
men may be tried before a jury
but because to exclude them
would be to discriminate against
them as citizens in the enjoy-
ment of their rights, because it
would be unfriendly legislation
against them distinctly as col-
ored and because it would be a

- discrimination which would be a

step towards reducing them to
the condition of a subject-race. If
then, these reasons prevent a
colored citizen from being ex-
cluded from the jury box of a
State, why do they not equally
prevent his exclusion from be-
coming a member of the bar of a
State? Can any sound distinction
be drawn between the two cases.
We think not. The right of
admission to the bar is the far
more valuable right of the two.
Each is equally a right. It is not
a sufficient answer to say that a
member of the Bar is an officer
of the Court and that therefore
the right of admission depends
on his possessing the qualifica-
tions for the office -which the
State alone has the right to
prescribe. A juryman is equally
an officer of the law for he is
appointed by public authority to
perform under oath a public
duty, for which he is paid and
his qualifications are prescribed
by law, but notwithstanding this
a colored man has the constitu-
tional right to sit on a jury in
spite of any discrimination
against his color which the State
may impose. A member of the
Bar is indeed an officer of the
Court but he is much more than
that, he is also a member of a
learned profession whereby he
earns his livelihood, a profession
which constitutes a large and
essential part of every civilized
community and which is espe-
cially influential and indispens-
able in a Republican Govern-
ment. To debar any class of
citizens from its membership is
not only to prevent their engag-
ing in a lawful calling, but, in
the language of the Supreme
Court, tends to degrade and stig-
matize the whole class by depriv-
ing them of a privilege which all
other citizens possess and of the
equal protection of the law. If
one class may be so debarred, so
may every other, whether it be

on account of nationality, reli- -

gion or any other cause, at the
will and pleasure of the State.
All such exclusions are, as we
think, plainly declared by the
Supreme Court, to be prohibited
and unconstitutional.

The Court of Appeals of Mary-
land in the case entitled “In the
matter of Charles S. Taylor” 48
Md. 30, affirmed the validity of
the Act 1876 and excluded the
applicant because he was a col-
ored man, from the right to be
admitted to the practice” of the
law.

T ——
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The_respect which we enter-
tain for the judgments of that
tribunal would induce us to

pt the lusion in that
case, if the condition of the Fed-
eral decisions, upon which that
case was avowedly based, had
remained unchanged. The argu-
ment for the applicant in that
case was founded exclusively
upon the proposition that the
Act of 1876 was an abridgment
of the privileges and immunities
of a citizen of the United States
and upon this ground was repug-
nant to the 14th Amendment to
the Constitution of the United
States. The Court met it simply
by showing that the Supreme
Court of the United States had
decided in the Slaughter House
case and in Mrs. Bradwell’s case
that the privilege claimed was
one which appertained to the
citizen of the State and not of the
United States, and that the
clause of the 14th Amendment
relied upon was inapplicable. No
reference whatever was made in
the argument of the applicant or
of the Court to the other clause
of the Amendment, the full effect
of which was afterwards for the
first time brought to light by the
series of decisions in 100th U.S.
Reports. The terms of the Mary-
land Constitution limiting the
selection of Judges from mem-
bers of the bar were not alluded
to, and no observation was made
upon the fact that in the selec-
tion of juries they have impor-
tant ministerial functions which
formerly fell within the province

from the precedent of the Taylor
case might be avoided. The ap-
plication however having been
made to the Supreme Bench, it is
necessary to determine it, and
we are of opinion that the appli-
cant, if in other respects duly
qualified, is not to be debarred
by reason of his color.

Georce WiLLiam Brown

Epwarp Durry

WiLrLiam A. FIsHER

-WiLLiam A. STEWART

Cuarces E. PHELPs

Baltimore, October 10th, 1885
The Hon. Judges of the Supreme
Bench.

The Undersigned, begs leave
to move for the admission of
Everett J. Waring to the Bar of
the Supreme Bench. Said
Everett J. Waring is a Male
Citizen of the State of Maryland,
above the age of twenty one
years, of good moral character,
and has been a Student of Law
in the United States for at least
two years.

Edgar Gans

We Proudly "Salute”

THE BAR ASSOCIATION

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

In Celebration

OF Its {

of the sheriff's office — both
being matters having material

i
=

bearing upon the question
whether the exclusion contem-
plated by the act in question
would be open to objection as
denying the equal protection of
the laws, but wholly unimpor-
tant to the discussion of those
clauses of the Amendment which
alone had been under considera-
tion in the case in 48th Mary-
land and in those in 16th Wal-
lace upon which it was founded.

We think that the later cases
in the Supreme Court lead irres-
istably to a different conclusion
from that in the case of Charles
Taylor and some expressions of
the Judges, particularly those
already mentioned and also of
Judge Bradley in the Civil Rights
case in 109 U.S. Rep. would
seem to indicate such to be the
view of the Supreme Court.

The Court of Appeals however
merely decided that the Act of
1876 standing alone was not re-
pugnant to the 14th Amend-
ment, and gave no opinion upon
its effect when taken in connec-
tion of the provisions of the
Maryland Constitution already
referred to. It is to be regretted
that the question was not pre-
sented anew to the Court of
Appeals in order that that tri-
bunal, rather than a subordinate
Court, might be placed in posi-
tion to pass upon the result of
the later decisions of the Sup-
reme Court of the United States,
and that we might have an au-
thoritative declaration of the
rule to be adopted, and that even
the appearance of departure

Robert R. Carman

Paul Berman

Edgar G. Miller, author of Miller
on Equity and Construction of
Wills in Maryland.

100t ANNIVERSARY

May, 1980
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History of the Women’s Bar
Association of Maryland

By Judith A. Armold and Elizabeth Lewis

The first woman admitted to
the Maryland Bar was Etta H.
Maddox. Although Ms. Maddox
graduated in1900, she was not
admitted until, after bitter de-
bate, a bill permitting women to
practice law in the State was
passed by the General Assembly
in 1902. It would not be until
half a century later that women
would realize the right to be
members of all the major local
bar associations.

Nineteen twenty-seven seems
to have been the year when
Maryland’s women lawyers first
sought to form their own organi-
zations. In March of that year,
one group, claiming to be the
first, formed under the name of
the Inez Mulholland Law Club.
Inez Mulholland was a New
York attorney famous for her
attacks on discrimination
against women, and the group
apparently adopted her name
with the intent of carrying on
her struggle against discrimina-
tion. The first president of this
group was Helen Elizabeth
Brown. The group held monthly
meetings, and eventually it be-
came the Alpha Delta Chapter of
Phi Delta Delta, an internation-
al women's legal fraternity.

Only a month later, on April
11, 1927, fifteen women assem-
‘bled for the first official meeting
i~ the Women Lawyers’ Associa-
tion of Maryland. The seven
founders of that association were
Henrietta Stonestreet (presi-
dent), Sarah Burke, Ida Kloze,
Adelaide Lindenberg, Goldie
Miller, Helen Sherry, and
Jeanette Wolman. The Balti-
more Sun reported the founding
of the association in articles pub-
lished on April 12 and May 2,
1927. According to the articles,
the constitution of the new orga-
nization stated that it was orga-
nized for “the purpose of promot-
ing fraternalism and an inter-
change of ideas” among Mary-
land’s women lawyers. This
group, too, had monthly meet-
ings, and any female member of
the State Bar was eligible for
membership. In 1929, Emilie
Doetsch succeeded Henrietta
Stonestreet as president.

Nineteen twenty-nine saw the
establishment of yet another
woman lawyers’ group. In that
year, four women who had ap-
plied for and been refused mem-
bership in the Bar Association of
Baltimore City founded a
Women's Bar Association. The
founders were Henrietta Stones-
treet, Emilie Doetsch (the first
female Assistant City Solicitor),
Marie Presstman (a member of
the State Board of Motion Pic-
ture Censors), and Helen Sherry
(the first woman to try a case
before the Court of Appeals of
Maryland). The first president
was apparently Helen Elizabeth
Brown; she was followed by Flor-
ence Laynor. The Baltimore Sun
of February 20, 1929 reported
that the aim of the founders was

to make themselves eligible for
membership in state and nation-
al bar associations by forming
their own local group. The news-
paper quoted Henrietta Stones-
treet as saying that the four
founders had applied for mem-
bership in the City Bar Associa-
tion in order to test whether that
association truly represented the
Bar of Baltimore City. Although
Ms. Stonestreet explained that
she had previously opposed the
idea of a separate women's bar
association, she told reporters
that the new group would be
wholly independent of the men’s
bar group.

Late in 1934, the Women’s Bar
Association campaigned for the
appointment of its third presi-
dent, Sophie Nordenholz, to the
staff of the State Attorney Gen-
eral. President Nordenholz also
attempted in that year to hold
successful candidates for legal
offices in Maryland to their
promises to support Association
members for other State and
local offices.

By 1936, the Association, then
known as the Women’s Bar
Association of Baltimore City,
had 40 members. Regular meet-
ings were held in members’
homes, and at the meetings, pap-
ers on “timely subjects” were
read. An annual dinner was also
held, at which some member of
the judiciary was traditionally
honored. At the annual dinner
held on May 7, 1936 at the
Southern Hotel, Ms. May Bige-
low, a lawyer with the Farm
Credit Administration, spoke on
the topic, “This Business of
Being a Woman Lawyer”, ex-
pressing her belief that there
ought to be no distinction of
women lawyers from men and
that all should be recognized
equally as lawyers.

On May 10, 1938, the
Women's Bar Association of
Baltimore City, then led by pres-
ident Anna Carton, held its
annual dinner at the Lord Balti-
more Hotel to honor recent
women law graduates. Guest
speakers were Judge Annabel
Matthews, the first woman on
the U.S. Board of Tax Appeals
and president of the Women's
Bar Association of the District of
Columbia, and Judge Oscar Les-
er, of the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City.

The speaker at the 1940
annual dinner was Judge Flor-
ence E. Allen of the U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit;
she spoke on the Constitution
and First Amendment. The pres-
ident of the Association in that
year was Rose Zetzer. Ms. Zetzer
and past-president Anna Carton,
in April, 1940, formed Balti-
more’s and Maryland’s first law
firm restricted to women
lawyers.

In 1941, the Women's Bar
Association of Baltimore City be-
came the first women’s organiza-
tion to join the newly formed

Inter-American Bar Association.
This affiliation was continued
until the end of 1967. :

As of June, 1944, Maryland’s
was the only state bar associa-
tion that did not admit women.
On October 22, 1946, however,
Rose Zetzer was finally admit-
ted. She had been trying to join
the Maryland State Bar Associa-
tion since 1927.

One of the specific campaigns
waged by the Women’s Bar Asso-
ciation of Baltimore City in the
1940’s was aimed at securing the
right of women to serve on
juries. In 1947, the year when H.
Larue Parke became president of
the Association, the General
Assembly finally passed a par-
tial Women’s Jury Service Bill.
Acts 1947, ch. 595.

In 1950, the Women’'s Bar
Association, under the leader-
ship of president Margaret
Wright, compiled a list of
“Women Lawyers Admitted to
Practice in Maryland as of De-
cember 15, 1949.” In that year,
too, the Association recom-
mended Rose Zetzer and Helen
Elizabeth Brown to fill vacancies
on the Supreme Bench of Balti-
more City. In July, Henrietta
Stonestreet, who had been the
first president of the Women
Lawyer’s Association of Mary-
land, attended a conference of
the International Federation of
Women Lawyers, held in Rome.
Ms. Stonestreet was one of the

founders of the International
Federation.

One of the members of the
Women’s Bar Association,
Dorothy Jackson (Miller), was
elected to the Maryland House of
Delegates in 1950 and again in
1954. In 1951, Emma Robertson
was installed as president of the
Women'’s Bar Association.

Nineteen fifty-two was the
Twenty-fifth Anniversary of the
Women Lawyer's Association-
Women’s Bar Association, and
an anniversary banquet was
organized. Speaker at the event
was the Honorable Burnita Shel-
ton Matthews, judge of the U.S.
District Court for the District of
Columbia. Serving as toaStmas-
ter was the Honorable Helen
Elizabeth Brown then Magis-

The Baltimore Skyline, circa 1900.

trate of the Baltimore Housing

Court. Officers of the Association

during its anniversary year
were: Constance Putzel, pres-
ident; Mary Arabian, vice-
president; Caroline McBride, cor-
responding secretary; Charlotte
Main, recording secretary; and
Ruth Bishop, treasurer. A short
history in the program of the
anniversary banquet concluded
that women lawyers would “con-
tinue to strive for their ultimate
goal — to be recognized as
lawyers in a profession without
discrimination because of sex”.

Two women who later became
Jjudges of the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City, Mary Arabian
and Shirley Jones, served as
presidents of the Women’s Bar
Association in 1953 and 1954,
respectively.

Congratulations to the Bar Association
of Baltimore City on Your

100th Anniversary!

THE SECURITY TITLE

guarantee corporation of baltimore

TITLE INSURANCE

Serving Maryland e Pennsylvania ® New Jersey ® Delaware
District of Columbia e Virginia ® Tennessee ¢ North Carolina
South Carolina e Kentucky ® Georgia ® Alabama e Mississippi
e |ouisiana e Florida ® Vermont ¢ Colorado

COMPLETE JUDGMENT REPORTING SERVICE IN
BALTIMORE CITY AND BALTIMORE COUNTY

Metropolitan Washington e 621-1997 e Metropolitan Annapolis e 636-4272
Six South Calvert o Baltimore e 727-4456 e Equitable Towson Building

Towson e 823-5485
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Simon €.

Sobeloff

(Note—Much of this biographical sketch is drawn from the
Address of Eugene M. Feinblatt at the Memorial Services of the
United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit on

October 6, 1974.)

Simon Earnest Sobeloff was
born in East Baltimore on De-
cember 3, 1894 of Russian Jew-
ish immigrant parents. He died
on July 11, 1973 at the age of 78
after having served as United
States Attorney for the District
of Maryland, City Solicitor of
Baltimore, Chief Judge of the
Court of Appeals of Maryland,
Solicitor General of the United
States and Chief Judge of the
United States Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit.

In the words of his biographer,
Michael S. Mayer, his “career in
the law spans 59 years, most of
which were devoted to public
service. From 1919 until his
death in 1973, years which wit-
nessed the great political and
social upheavals of the 20th Cen-
tury, Judge Sobelofff [as private
citizen, public official and Judge]
addressed himself to issues such
as progressive reform at the City
level, prohibition, censorship,
civil liberties, legislative reap-
portionment, and reform of the
criminal justice system. Consis-
tently, he took the side of the
less fortunate and the perse-
cuted. His close friend, Governor
Theodore Roosevelt McKelden,
called him, simply, “the cham-
pion of the underdog.” Above all,
Sobeloff was dedicated to the
belief that the law existed to see
justice done. Whilé recognizing
that courts operate within the
constraints of statute and prece-
dent, he refused to allow tech-
nicalities and fine legal points to
deny justice. Committed to in-
suring that justi¢e did not belong
only to the wealthy and power-
ful, he exhibited an activist’s
concern that the courts take an
aggressive role in redressing
grievances of politically impo-
tent minorities. To his way of
thinking, the legal system func-
tioned best when radical, reli-
gious, or ethnic minorities, the
poor, or the politically unpopular
received fair treatment.”

Judge Sobeloff was a remark-
able human being who was en-
dowed with a vigorous intellect
and an unyielding integrity
which were agreeably leavened
by charm, warmth, humor and
perceptiveness. He had a unique
talent for simplification, “for
brushing aside life’s intricacies”
and getting to the heart of a
matter without being superficial.
He had a rare facility for illumi-
nating almost any discourse
with a perfectly fitting anecdote.
He was also a"practical man in
whom idealism and realism were
not irr ilable opposites.”

For all of this, the Judge was a
comfortable and charming com-
panion, who -offered generously
of himself — and he was greatly
sought after.

He was an enthusiastic con-
versationalist and discussed
with equal perspicacity the
affairs of the day, scraps of intel-
ligence gleaned from his net-

work of informants, or an idea
from a book he was then read-
ing. His view of the world was
holistic. No event or trend es-
caped his attention and his in-
sights, and his gift for relating
seemingly unrelated happenings
delighted and stimulated his
associates.

He understood human frailties
and for his friends he was a
constant source of strength in
time of adversity.

He was also a superb teacher
and through the years he re-
tained the admiration and affec-
tion of the young lawyers who
had been his assistants as well
as his pupils. His major com-
plaint about his young associates
was that they came to him with
no facility for the English lang-
uage.

He disdained obscure or florid
prose, and his own addresses and
judicial opinions are models of
lucidity, grace and style. His
first drafts would probably have
satisfied most of us, but with
respect to his writing, the Judge
was a perfectionist, and his final
copy was the outgrowth of edit-
ing and re-editing to strike just
the proper balance, to convey an
exact shade of meaning or to
incorporate the perfect word or
phrase.

He was a voracious reader. On
his desk or at his bedside at
home there were always new
volumes — biography, history,
commentary, philosophy — they
were all grist for his active and
agile mind and the depth of his
learning in areas far afield from
the law was profound.

Judge Sobeloff respected pure
intellect, but his own assess-
ments of life were the products of
an “indissociable blend of reason
and empathy”. He was wary of
abstract principles which bore no
relevance to the needs and ex-
periences of individual human
beings and he had a lifelong
concern over the uses of law.
This concern was a recurring
theme in his speeches and writ-
ings.

He was deeply influenced by
his childhood in East Baltimore.
He never forgot the hurt of his
own poverty, the feel of insecur-
ity, or the threat of power arbit-
rarily exercised — and these
became moving forces in his own
adult life. Integrity of mind and
spirit and concern for individual
liberty and human dignity were
the unifying threads in his
career as advocate, prosecutor
and jurist.

Judge Sobeloff’s career com-
menced in 1907 when, at the age
of 12, he accepted a job as an
office boy in William F. Broen-
ing’s law office at a salary of
$1.50 a week. During the 1907
mayoralty campaign, the young
Sobeloff made speeches for the
Republican candidate, earning
for himself a reputation as a boy
orator and his first political

4 Great Judges of the Federal System: (L-R) U.S. District Judge W.
Calvin Chesnut; U.S. Circuit Judge Sin-_mn E. Sobeloff; Justice Felix
Frankfurter; and U.S. Circuit Judge Morris A. Soper.

appointment as a page in the
United States House of Repre-
sentatives during the 61st Con-
gress. Attendance at the Univer-
sity of Maryland Law School —
financed by a loan from his first
employer, William F. Broening
— followed. While still a student
he became law clerk to the
Honorable Morris A. Soper, then
Chief Judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore, and there
came into being the intimate
relationship between the two
men which endured throughout
their joint lives. Forty-two years
later, Judge Sobeloff succeeded
his friend and mentor as a mem-
ber of the United States Court of
Appealsfor the Fourth Circuit.

In 1914, at the age of nine-
teen, Judge Sobeloff was admit-
ted to the Maryland Bar and
during the next 38 years, in his
native city of Baltimore, he en-
gaged in the private practice of
law and held a succession of
public offices. He was eminently
successful at both callings.
Through ability and prodigious
industry he built an active prac-
tice in virtually every branch of
the law, but particularly was he
pre-eminent as a negotiator and
as an advocate in the courtroom.

He served his community as
Assistant City Solicitor (1919-
1923) and Deputy City Solicitor
(1927-1931) under his first pat-
ron, Mayor Broening; as United
States Attorney for the District
of Maryland (1931-1934) under
President Hoover; and as City
Solicitor of Baltimore (1943-
1947) under Mayor Thomas
D’Alesandro, Jr. There was also
time in a busy career for him to
conduct the investigation of the
failure  of the Baltimore Trust
Company, the largest bank in
the South, and to serve as labor
relations consultant to the City,
as general counsel for its Hous-
ing Authority, as permanent
arbitrator in the men’s clothing
industry, and as Chairman of
Maryland’s “Little Hoover Com-
mission”.

Each of these public assign-
ments he performed with effec-
tiveness and flair. Even H. L.
Mencken forsook his normal
cynicism to note that the Sobeloff
Report on the bank failure
“showed all the compelling

plausibility of a demonstration
in geometry and all the racy
charm of the gilded age.”

Many of the rights and oppor-
tunities which are taken for
granted today exist only because
of successes achieved in strug-
gles in which he participated.
Despite bitter opposition from
the business community he
championed such social reforms
as unemployment insurance and
housing for the poor. As a lead-
ing figure in the movement for
public housing, he responded to
the critics of the program with
the simple statement: “When we
try to take a family out of a
rathole they cry socialism.”

Judge Sobeloff played a uni-
que role in the public affairs of
his home state. Although a Re-
publican himself, he was the
confidante and trusted advisor of
high public officials of both poli-
tical “persuasions. During the
late 1940’s and early 1950’s, it
was not unusual for both Demo-
cratic Mayor D’Alesandro, and
Republican Governor McKelden
to rely on his counsel. “If you
were confused, but if you were
wise, you turned to Simon Sobe-
loff,” an editorial writer once
quipped. While deeply involved
for most of his life in politics and
in the controversies of public
affairs, the Judge never sought
elective office and he stayed
clear of abrasive political parti-
sanship.

When Judge Sobeloff took
office as Chief Judge of the
Maryland Court of Appeals in
December 1952, he became the
first member of his faith to serve
on the State’s highest court. But
his new judicial career was in-
terrupted after only 15 months
when he resigned to accept
appointment from President
Eisenhower as Solicitor General.

As the nation’s chief advocate
he dealt with some of society’s
most vital and delicate issues.
He brought to his office a keen
awareness of the need to recon-
cile fairly the competing in-
terests of man and an abiding
faith that individual rights can
be preserved in an orderly societ-
y; and he was widely acclaimed
for the judicial balance and
statesmanship with which he
performed his responsibilities.

One of these responsibilities
was to represent the government
before the Supreme Court in the
legal battle over the implemen-
tation of the Court’s initial rul-
ing in Brown v. Board of Educa-
tion that “separate educational
facilities are inherently un-
equal” under the equal protec-
tion clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment. The brief filed by
General Sobeloff won wide
praise from moderates in both
the North and the South and
when the Court’s implementa-
tion ruling was issued it closely
followed the government’s re-
commendations outlined in his
brief.

As Solicitor General he
perhaps will be remembered best
for his refusal to sign the brief in
the Peters case. He believed that
the government’s position
violated a fundamental constitu-
tional liberty and it was charac-
teristic of Judge Sobeloff, whose
entire public life had been
“guided by honor and conducted
with courage,” that he choose to
endanger his own career rather
than put expediency above prin-
ciple and the wishes of his super-
iors above his view of the Consti-
tution.

After an absence of two and a
half years, Judge Sobeloff re-
sumed his judicial career, this
time as a member of the United
States Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Circuit. He was at the
height of his powers and matur-
ity and within two years, follow-
ing the death of Judge John J.

Parker, he became Chief Judge.s. -

A Memorial Resolution pre-
pared by L. Thomas Howell, Esq.
at the time of Judge Sobeloff's
death eloquently depicts his judi-
cial career as follows: “Through-
out his nearly 17 years of service
on the federal judiciary, Judge
Sobeloff provided positive and
enlightened leadership to the
Court of Appeals and was the
author of countless judicial opin-
ions, sometimes creating notable
and lasting precedents, often
championing the rights of minor-
ities, the underprivileged, the
dissenter and the prisoner.”
Almost all are "written with
that rare combination of scholar-
ly perception, wit, grace of style,
and human compassion which
will forever remain a source of
inspiration to future generations
of lawyers and jurists.”

Judge Sobeloff was trim and
vigorous until his last years. His
expressive and humorous brown
eyes and strong and sensitive
hands were striking.

During his lifetime Judge
Sobeloff was the recipient of in-
numerable awards and honors
including honorary degrees from
the University of Maryland,
Morgan State College, Dropsie
College, the New School for So-
cial Research and Hebrew Union
College. He had no patience,
however, with pomp or ritual
and he held no illusions about
the enduring nature of fame. But
his contributions to the growth
and development of law, and his
lifelong promotion of justice and
human dignity make his own
place in history secure.
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PIPER & MARBURY

The present firm of Piper & Marbury is the issue of the 1952
union of two long-established firms: Piper, Watkins, Avirett &
Egerton and Marbury, Miller & Evans and it is from their respective
first names that the firm’s present title is derived. In a sense a
history of the merging firms can be succinctly told by a mere
recitation of the names of their respective predecessors from 1854 to

the 1952 amalgamation:

Marbury, Miller & Evans
Charles Marshall

1854 —

Piper, Watkins, Avirett & Egerton

1867 — Marshall & Fisher

1887 — Marshall & Hall

1873 —

1887 —

Robertson & Marbury
1890 — Marbury & Bowdoin
1893 — Marshall, Marbury & Bowdoin

1897 — Marbury & Bowdoin

1897 —

Williams & Bond

1900 —

1903 — Marbury & Gosnell

1909 —

1911 — Marbury, Gosnell & Williams

1946 — Marbury, Miller & Evans

The present firm, with its antecedents since 1854, has included
76 partners, as of October 1, 1980, listed below according to their

dates of birth:
Marshall, Charles

Hall, Thomas William, Jr
Fisher, William A, Sr
Robertson, Alexander H
Semmes, John Edward, Sr
Steele, John Nelson
Gosnell, Frank

Bond, Nicholas P

Steele, S. Taggart
Buckler, William Hepburn
Carey, Francis King
Marbury, William Luke, Sr

< +zg@doin, Henry J

Hall, John Bannister, Jr
Slingluff, Jesse, Sr
Yellott, Osborne Ingle
Bond, Carroll Taney
Williams, George Weems
Piper, James

Ritchie, Albert Cabell
Rawis, William Lee
Miller, Lawrence Vernon
Carey Francis James
All, L. Wilham

Short, John Saulsbury
Carey. James, 3rd

1916 —
1919 —

1920 —
1939 —
1946 —

PIPER & MARBURY

Newcomer, George S
Watkins, Robert Dorsey
Marbury, William L., Jr
Avirett, John Williams, 2d
Graham, Boyd Billingsly
Evans, Charles C. G
Cairns, Huntington

Cross, Frederic Stephen
Kemp, William Thomas, Jr.
McDonough, John Martin
Egerton, McKenny White
Slingluff, Jesse, Jr.

Wolf, George Van Velsor
Rouse, John G., Jr.

Allen, Franklin Gordon
Crocker, Michael Pue
Smith, Edward Samuel
Gray, Frank Truan
Young, Joseph H
Brewster, Andre Walker
Bamberger, Edward C_, Jr
Jones, John Martin, Jr
Clarke, Edward Owen, Jr
Albert, Charles Thompson
DeVito, Mathias J

John N. Steele

Steele & Semmes

Steele, Semmes &
Carey

Steele, Semmes, Carey &
Bond
Steele, Semmes & Carey

Carey, Piper & Hall

Piper, Carey & Hall

Piper, Yellott, Hall &
Carey

Piper, Carey & Hall

Piper, Watkins & Avirett

Piper, Watkins, Avirett &
Egerton

Miller, Decatur Howard
Redden, Roger Duffy
Cooper, John C., I
Ferber, Richard David
Secriggins, Larry Palmer
Barnhouse, Robert Bolon
Finnerty, Joseph G., Jr.
Sharpe, Donald Edward
Noonberg, Lewis Allan
Derby, Ernest Stephen
Lord, Henry Robbins
Barr, Albert Stephen, 111
Young, Robert Edward
Niemeyer, Paul Victor
McPherson, Donald P., Il
Winn, James Julian, Jr.
Katz, Lawrence Myers
Goldstein, Frank Robert
Lohr, Walter George, Jr.
Gillece, James P., Jr.
Shattuck, Steven Delos
Richlin, William Gar
Wright, Francis Xavier
Digges, Edward S., Jr.
Kratz, John Ernest, Jr

The hundredth year of the Bar Association of Baltimore City at
the same time finds this firm 126 years old, for its founder, Charles
Marshall, was admitted to practice in 1854,

His 48 years at the Maryland bar (1854-1902) were interrupted
only by five with the Confederate Army. A great-nephew of Chief
Justice Marshall and a native Virginian, Colonel Marshall left his
Baltimore practice at the outbreak of the War to return to his native
state. For most of the conflict, he served as chief of staff of the
famous Army of Northern Virginia. In this position it fell his lot to
prepare most of General Lee’s orders, including the latter’s farewell
address, General Orders No. 9, April 10, 1865, which at Lee’s
direction Marshall himself composed. He was the only staff member
to accompany Lee to the Appomattox surrender and Grant's gener-
ous terms were, in large part, actually reduced to writing by
Marshall. He appears standing just to Lee’s left in Lovell’s painting

of the meeting within the McLean House.

Surrender at Appamattox.

Upon Marshall’s return to Baltimore following the War, he
Jjoined forces in practice with William A. Fisher. Their partnership
continued until Fisher became a member of the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore in 1882.

The legal education of five of the earliest partners, as was then
the custom, consisted of “reading law.” Accordingly, Marshall,
Fisher, Bond, J. B. Hall and Rawls read law in the offices of William
Schley, George Chandler, Thomas S. Hudson or W. L. Marbury, Sr.

The professional training of the others reflects the growth of
formalized law schooling that has greatly increased in the century
since the founding of the Bar Association of Baltimore City in 1880.
Thus, 30 partners have been graduated by the University of
Maryland Law School. The legal training of the remainder shows a
wider regional distribution: Harvard — 14; Virginia — nine; Notre
Dame — three; two each: Georgetown, NYU and Yale; and one each:
Chicago, Columbia, Duke, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Rutgers,
Washington & Lee and Western Reserve.

Those performing judicial functions include: Bond, Judge, Sup-
reme Bench, Baltimore (1911-1924) and Judge, Court of Appeals of
Maryland (1924-1943); Fisher, Judge, Supreme Bench, Baltimore
(1882-1887); McDonough, Referee in Bankruptcy (1950-1955);
Robertson, Master in Chancery, Supreme Bench, Baltimore; Smith,
Judge, U.S. Court of Claims (1978); Watkins, Judge, U.S.D. Ct,,
Maryland (1955); and Young, Judge U.S.D. Ct., Maryland (1971).

Three partners have been City Solicitors of Baltimore: T. W.
Hall, (1878-1883) Semmes, Sr. (1897-1899) and Evans (1938-
1942). Eight have served as bar association presidents: Bar Associa-
tion of Baltimore City: Fisher (1881-1882); Marshall (1884-1885);
Ritchie (1886-1887); Steele (1904-1905); Marbury, Sr. (1908-1909);
Rawls (1919-1920); Williams (1928-1929); Watkins (1948-1949);
Maryland State Bar Association: Marbury, Sr. (1910-1911); Ritchie
(1922-1923); Williams (1935-1936); Marbury, Jr. (1965-1966).

Seventeen have done stints as either U.S. Attorney or the
Maryland Attorney General, or as deputies or assistants thereto, or
as assistants to the U.S. Secretary of Treasury, U.S. Attorney or the
U.S. Attorney General: Marbury, Sr., U.S. Attorney, Md. (1894-
1898); Cairns, Asst. Gen. Counsel, U.S. Treasury (1937-1943); Smith,
U.S. Dept. Justice, Tax Division, Assistant for Civil Trials (1961-
1963); Sharpe, Asst. U.S. Attorney, Md. (1967-1969); Lord, Deputy
Attorney General, Md. (1971-1976); and as Asst. Attorneys General,
Md.: Marbury, Jr. (1930-1931); Wolf (1944-1945); Gray (1955-1956);
Bamberger (1957-1958); Jones (1959-1960); DeVito (1963-1964);
Redden (1964-1965); Cooper (1965-1966); Noonberg (1967-1969);
Lord (1968-1971); Derby (1971-1973); and Lohr (1974-1976).

Twenty-four partners have served the country in wartime:
CIVIL WAR: Marshall, Lt. Col., CSA; T. W. Hall, Maj.; CSA;
SPANISH AMERICAN WAR: J. Slingluff, Sr., 1st Lt., USA; Bond,
1st Sgt.; WORLD WAR I: J. Carey, 3rd, Lt., AUS; F.J. Carey, AUS;
Buckler, ambulance corp, Armies of France; Newcomer, Rgtl.
Sgt.-Maj., USA; Ritchie, general counsel, War Industires Board;
Short, Capt., USA; Slingluff, Sr., Maj., USA; WORLD WAR II: Allen,
Maj., AUS; Avirett, Capt., USNR; Bamberger, Jr., pre-flight trainee,
USAAF; Brewster, 2nd Lt., USMCR; Egerton, office of general
counsel, War Production Board; Crocker, Maj., USMCR; Gray, Capt.,
USA, Air Corps; Marbury, Jr., legal consultant, Sec. of War
(1940-1942) and chief counsel, Under Secretary of War (1942-1945);
McDonough, Capt., USA, Air Corps; Smith, Cmdr., USNR; J. Young,
1st Lt., AUS; KOREAN WAR: Albert, Capt., AUS; Brewster, 1st Lt.,
USMCR; Clarke Jr., Lt. (SG), USNR; and VIETNAM WAR: Kratz,
1st Lt., AUS: Winn, Capt., AUS; Wright, Capt., AUS; R. Young,
Capt., AUS.

Among the members who have over the years engaged in
significant political, cultural or educational activities are nine:
Avirett, president, Baltimore Museum of Art (1962-1968); Bamber-
ger, Dean, Law School, Catholic University (1969-1975); Buckler,
professor of archeology, Oxford University and U.S. Foreign Service,
U.S. Legations: Spain, London and Paris; Cairns, secretary, treasur-
er and general counsel, National Gallery of Art (1943-1965); T. W.
Hall, Professor, International and Constitutional law, University
of Maryland; Marbury, Jr., Fellow, Harvard College (1948-1970),
president or chairman of the board of trustees, Peabody Institute of
Baltimore (1948-1967) and chancellor, Episcopal Diocese of Mary-
land (1962-1971); Ritchie, four-time governor of Maryland (1920-
1934); Slingluff, Jr., chairman, board of trustees, Maryland Institute
of Art (1965-1974); Watkins, Professor, Law School, University of
Maryland.

A review of Martindale-Hubbell since the Association’s 1880
founding reveals that then, as now, the Baltimore bar wished to have
their offices as convenient to the Courthouse as possible.

The office of the 1880 firm of Steele & Semmes was located in
the Haig Building on the east side of the 200 block of North Charles
Street. By 1885, Marshall & Marbury were at 51 St. Paul Street,
while Steele, Semmes & Carey had by 1890 moved to the northeast
corner of St. Paul and Baltimore. 1889 found Marshall, Marbury &
Bowdoin in the Glenn Building at 12 St. Paul (with the fact of
“Telephone Connection” printed prominently at the top of their 1896
letterhead), there to remain for eight years until their 1897 removal
to the Equitable Building, newly constructed opposite the Battle

(Continued on Page 13)

William L. Marbury, Sr.

John N. Steele

This parchment was taken out of
the Marbury & Gosnell safe after
the Baltimore fire in 1904. It origin-
ally was 9" x 44" and shrank be-
cause of the intense heat.

George S. Newcomer made his
own violin and was a member of
the “Saturday Night Club” with H.
L. Mencken.
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Monument on the southwest corner of Calvert and Fayette Streets in
1891. The latter was home until a 1903 transfer to long-time offices
in the Maryland Trust Building, at the northwest corner of German
(as Redwood was then known) and Calvert Streets. Except for being
driven therefrom to the Maryland Telephone Building by the
Baltimore Fire for one year (1904), the Marbury group was to remain
ensconced in the Maryland Trust Building for more than a half
century. In 1959, however, a lack of expansion room caused the firm
(by then Piper & Marbury) to move to four floors in the First
National Bank Building, at the southwest corner of Light and
Redwood Streets. The name German Street had by then been
changed to Redwood because of the hostility brought on by World
War L

On the other hand, Steele, Semmes & Carey, the Piper firm’s
antecedent, tenanted the Equitable Building from 1894 until 1909,
except for the year 1904 when the fire had likewise forced them to 6
East Centre Street. After the fire, however, the Piper group took up
residence in the Calvert Building (now the site of a parking lot) on
the southeast corner of Fayette and St. Paul, behind the main offices
of the present Union Trust Company (originally The Bank of
Baltimore’s 1795 home) at the northeast corner of Baltimore Street
(originally, Market Street) and St. Paul Street (originally, Saint
Paul’s Lane). The Piper firm remained there for 20 years until the
Baltimore Trust Building (now known as 10 Light Street) with its
opulently appointed main floor, opened just in time for the crash of
1929. The latter was to be their last quarters until the Piper &
Marbury union in 1952, almost a quarter century later.

Due to the need for even further space in 1972, the firm had to
leave the First National Bank Building for the 19th and 20th floors
of the nearby First Maryland Building, at 25 South Charles Street,
space which the firm then envisaged as home for, at least, 20 years
to come. Such was not to be, however; their wanderings did not
cease, for on March 12, 1979, the need for even larger quarters saw a
displacement across Charles Street to 36 South Charles into five
floors of Charles Center South.

R

William L. Marbury, Sr. mounted on “Sorrell”

Arthur W. Machen

by his grandson, Arthur W. Machen, Jr.

Arthur W. Machen, the prog-
enitor of four successive genera-
tions at the Baltimore Bar, came
to this City in 1852 following his
graduation from Harvard Law
School and a year of post-
graduate work in collaboration
with Professor Parsons on his
monumental treatise on the law
of contracts. In the ensuing 63
years until his death in 1915
this eldest Machen achieved a
remarkable standing among the
greatest lawyers in the history of
our State. A charter member of
the Bar Association of Baltimore
City, he served as its 19th presi-
dent from 1897-1898 and for
thirty years was president of the
Library Company of the Balti-
more Bar.

At the time of his admission to
practice before the Court of
Appeals, three legal giants, Re-
verdy Johnson, John Nelson and
John V. L. McMachon, were the
acknowledged leaders of the bar,
soon to be followed by such men
as Thomas S. Alexander, Wil-
liam Schley and I. Nevitt Steele.
As stated in the Published com-
pilation of Machen’s letters, “He
survived not only all of them but
also his own contemporaries,
Bernard Carter, John P. Poe,
Charles Marshall, William A.
Fisher and others scarcely less
deserving of reputation. He even
saw men like Edgar H. Gans
who were born when he was in
middle life come to the bar, rise
in eminence and pass away.”

Throughout his long and
distinguished career he stead-
fastly maintained that in his
judgment the greatest Maryland
lawyer of his time was 1. Nevitt
Steele.

During the period covered by
Volume 10 of the Maryland Re-
ports in 1856 to 110 Md. in 1909,
Machen’s appearance was en-
tered in 204 cases, surpassed
only by 295 for John P. Poe and
224 for Bernard Carter. William
Shepherd Bryan, 1. Nevitt Steele,
Charles Marshall, William A.
Fisher and Edgar H. Gans
accounted for those with more
than 150 appearances in the
same period. It was an extraor-
dinary era in which a small
cadre of lawyers of outstanding
capacity dominated the practice
of law in this State.

A permanent resident of Balti-
more since his arrival in the
City in 1852, Machen’s early
career was, nonetheless, cen-
tered in Baltimore County where
he entered into partnership with
Richard J. Gittings in the firm of
Machen & Gittings. Their head-
quarters were in the small brick
building on the corner of Penn-
sylvania and Washington Ave-
nues, later owned by Harry T.
Campbell & Sons and recently
moved as an item of historical
preservation to the property
owned by the Towson YMCA. It
was during this period that
Machen assisted Gittings, then
the State’s Attorney for Balti-
more County, in the prosecution
of the most sensational case of
the day, State v. Cropps.

Arthur W. Machen, Sr.

The case arose in the heyday
of gang warfare in the streets of
Baltimore, the era of the Know
Nothing Party. Robert Rigdon, a
courageous witness in an arson
case in Baltimore City had given
his testimony despite open
threats on his life and was there-
after gunned down in a wanton
display of disrespect for law and
order. The ensuing murder case
"was removed to Baltimore Coun-
ty because of tensions in the
City. Every day during the long
trial at Towsontown, Machen
would ride on horseback the ten
miles from his Monument Street
home much to the concern of his
family, but he scoffed at the
danger; the ruffians who terro-
rized the streets in those days
had nothing but contempt for the
lives of their peers but a corres-
ponding respect for lawyers who
were seen only as doing their

STATE OF
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job. Machen so perceived it and
suffered no harm.

After the conviction doubt con-
tinued to becloud the result be-
cause of irreconcilable conflict in
the testimony. However, as the
convict was being led to the
scaffold he handed to one of the
witnesses a scrap of folded paper
to be read after his death. It
said, "It was me that shot Rig-
don but I have repented of it.”

That paper is preserved to this
day among the Machen family
archives.

Afteer Gittings’ death,
Machen settled down to a long
and lucrative civil practice in
Baltimore City, spending much
of his spare time in the collection
of an impressive library of in-
cunabula and other rare books of
ancient vintage. Upon his death
in 1915 an editorial in the Balti-
more Sun concluded its tribute
with these words:

“The lawyer of to-day is
necessarily in a hurry. The
competition is greater, the re-
wards are larger for the elect.
We cannot expect the same
breadth of culture as in the
earlier days, though legal
learning and legal ability
may be as profound and as
marked as in the past. But
when we review a career like
that of Mr. Machen, we can-
not but regret that the old
school of legal training has so
few representatives remain-
ing, in this country at least,
and that keen but narrow
specialists occupy so large a
place in a profession whisk.
was once the centre of Titerary
arts and graces.”
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Richard M. Venable, Edwin G.
Baetjer, Charles McHenry Howard,
And Harry N. Baetjer

Extracted from a paper delivered by John Henry Lewin, Sr.
Edited by William J. McCarthy

Any history of the most out-
standing legal practitioners of
the Baltimore City Bar over the
past century must include the
four earliest partners in the firm
of Venable, Baetjer and Howard.

Richard M. Venable was born
in Virginia in 1839. He was
graduated from Hampden-
Sydney College in 1857. He com-
menced his legal education at
the University of Virginia, but
with the outbreak of the Civil
War he joined the Army of
Northern Virginia with the
Richmond Howitzers in 1861 as
a private, and rose at the age of
about 24 to be Major of Artillery
and Engineering in the Confed-
erate Army, serving first in Vir-
ginia and later in the Trans-
Mississippi Department. At the
close of the Civil War, he (like so
many former army officers), took
to teaching. He was at first Com-
mandant of Cadets and Professor
of Engineering at the University
of Louisiana, then Professor of
Mathematics at what is now
Washington and Lee, serving
there under his old commander,
Robert E. Lee. There he resumed
his study of the law and received

~&is LLB degree from Washing-
ton aiid Lee in 1868. Shortly
after 1868, Major Venable prac-
ticed law in Baltimore, from
1871 to 1892 as a partner of Mr.
Joseph Packard in the firm of
Venable and Packard. From
1872 to 1906 he was Professor of
Real Property and a lecturer in
several other courses in the
night law school of the Universi-
ty of Maryland. Major Venable
was a tall man with a disting-
uished bushy Civil War beard. He
was very civic minded, serving
Baltimore as a member of the
City Council, as President of the
Park Board, as Vice President of
the Trustees of The Johns Hop-
kins Hospital, and as Trustee of
The Johns Hopkins University.

Richard M. Venable (1839-1910)

Major Venable was a faithful
member of The Maryland Club,
arriving and leaving there at
exactly the same hours each day.
There he engaged in chess and
conversation, and was known as

the best chess player in the city.
Though learned and deeply se-
rious, he joked about everything.
One of his eulogists says that
"He could turn a real joke almost
unconsciously.” He delighted to
badger a fellow city councilman
named George Howser by always
addressing him “How, sir?” fol-
lowed by a guffaw. One night he
had his fellow councilmen to a
good dinner at his house. After
dinner, he took them into the
parlor. There, taking off his coat,
he lay on the floor and showed
them how he could balance
chairs on his feet.

Major Venable died in 1910,
still a bachelor, and, at his direc-
tion, his body was cremated and
his ashes scattered in Druid Hill
Park.

Edwin G. Baetjer (1868-1945)

Edwin G. Baetjer, born in
1868, was 29 years younger than
Major Venable. He sat at Major
Venable's feet at the University
of Maryland Law School, gra-
duating there with honors in
1890, winning the prize for the
best grade in all examinations.
It is no wonder that Major Ven-
able was impressed with him,
and no doubt their mutual apti-
tudes for figures made them con-
genial. Mr. Edwin Baetjer was
also a bachelor. He was a direc-
tor of the Safe Deposit & Trust
Company, director of the Mer-
cantile Trust Company (then
separate institutions), and direc-
tor of the United Railways Com-
pany and Dun & Bradstreet. He
served as president of the Bar
Association of Baltimore City
from 1917-1918. He was also
civic minded. He was Chairman
of the Draft Appeals Board in
1918, and Federal Food Admi-
nistrator for Maryland in the
First World War. He also was a
trustee of The Johns Hopkins
University. His greatest interest
outside law and finance was
natural resources — particularly
the Chesapeake Bay, and he was
a member of the Maryland Natu-
ral Resources Conservation
Commission. On his vacations he
was an avid hunter and fisher-
man, as evid d by the i-

ficent moose head that is now
mounted in the Bar Library. Mr.
Edwin Baetjer died in 1945.

Charles McHenry Howard

Charles McHenry Howard, a
great grandson of Francis Scott
Key and Colonel John Eager
Howard of Revolutionary War
fame, was born in 1870 and died
in 1942, He was graduated with
honors from The Johns Hopkins
University in 1891, and with
honors from the University of
Maryland Law School in 1893. It
is no wonder that his professor of
real property, Major Venable,
was impressed with him also.
Mr. Howard, in addition to being
the best all-around Baltimore
lawyer of his time, was a trustee
of the Peabody Institute, Presi-
dent of the Maryland State Bar
Association (1927-1928), a
Second Vice President and Mem-
ber of the Council of the Amer-
ican Law Institute, to the Res-
tatements of which he made im-
portant contributions.

Mr. Howard was a short, stout,
impressive man — melancholy
looking — with a quiet, gentle,
rather retiring bearing, every
inch the scholar (who Yead Greek
when ill), and every inch the
genlteman. As he walked the
streets, his eyes were generally
fixed thoughtfully on the
ground. On his vacations he used

to love to visit a lake in Western
Maryland where he would lie on
the surface of the lake enjoying
the sky and surrounding
beauties of nature for hours at a
time. He was a learned technical
lawyer. He and Edwin G. Baetjer
complemented and sup-
plemented each other completely
— the latter independent, im-
petuous, sarcastic, mathematic-
al, practical, and impatient of
the precedents; the former calm,
studious, informed of the deci-
sions and clear of statement.
They were both extremely digni-
fied, reserved in manners, and
were indeed men of “infinite re-
source and sagacity.”

The exact year in which Major
Venable and his two former stu-
dents formed Venable, Baetjer
and Howard is somewhat in
doubt. It had offices at 206 North
Calvert Street for a few years
before removing to the Continen-
tal Building. The firm may have
been formed somewhere between
the law school graduation of Mr.
Howard in 1893 and the year
1900. The latter date is given by
some Bar Association accounts,
and the firm’s cash book was
opened that year. The romantic
story of the law professor defi-
nitely arranging for the firm
with two students of equal merit
in the same law school class is,
no doubt, apocryphal. Mr. Edwin
G. Baetjer was graduated in
1890 and practiced alone for a
number of years at 10 E. Lexing-
ton Street. His list of files num-
bering more than 1,700 is still
extant. The firm of Venable and
Packard was dissolved in 1892
for reasons unknown. After its
dissolution, Mr. Packard con-
tinued to practice alone in Balti-
more and died in 1923. Mr. How-
ard was graduated in 1893. No
doubt Baetjer and Howard were
law associates of Major Venable
for a few years before the firm
was formed. i

Harry N. Baetjer, fresh from
law school, joined the firm in

1903, and he died on April 5,
1969. Mr. Harry Baetjer was an
excellent lawyer. But his sterl-
ing character, his integrity, his
generous fairness, and his lov-
able nature were his outstanding
attributes. Then, too, he had
many endearing idiosyncrasies.
Generally speaking, he divided
all men into “men of capacity”
and “men of no capacity.” Some
in the latter category were furth-
er derogated as having “no more
sense than a chicken,” and some
as being “querulous.”

During the whole of his sixty-
six years of practice, Mr. Harry
Baetjer occupied the same small
office and had the same small
desk located on the same spot in
the office. This was the original
library of the firm, and he had
been given his desk in it in 1903.
During most of his life, he en-
joyed acquiring interesting pic-
tures, including fine old prints of
Baltimore. The walls of his little
room were covered with them.

Mr. Harry Baetjer was com-
pletely wrapped up in Venable,
Baetjer and Howard. He admired
it; he was proud of it; he loved it.
Except for his home and family,
it was his entire life. Always
dressed in mourning for the ear-
ly death of his wife, he never
took a vacation. He was distres-
sed if he missed a day from the
firm. He also admired and was
proud of his individual partners.
They were “men of capacity,”
and their performance he used
often to say was “top hole.”

Mr. Baetjer’s chief interest in
the law was in advocacy. Brothér
Ed had been a great advocate,
and the advocacy trait and ta-
lent appealed strongly to his
brother. Yet he was so human
‘about it all. He is remembered to
have said on one occasion, “We
hold ourselves out to be trial
lawyers anxious to try cases.
And yet the thing that pleases
us most and makes us feel that
we have had the best day is
when we get a postponement.”
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A Brief History of
Niles, Barton & Wilmer

by Carlyle Barton, Jr.

In 1838 when the Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad was doggedly
pushing its tracks from Harpers
Ferry to the Ohio River in com-
petition with the Port of New
York for freight traffic from the
west which continues to this day,
the first of four law firms which
were the progenitors of the pre-
sent firm of Niles, Barton &
Wilmer was formed by George
William Brown and Frederick
W. Brune. The firm prospered.
In addition to his practice of the
legal profession, Brown became
involved in local politics and was
Mayor of Baltimore City on
April 19, 1861 when the Sixth
Massachusetts Regiment began
its march along Pratt Street to
take the B & O at Camden
Station to Washington. Brown,
although no Unionist, unsuccess-
fully attempted to prevent dis-
order. He was rewarded for his
efforts several months later by
being arrested as a southern
sympathizer and sent to Boston
with others where he spent four-
teen months in detention at Fort
Monroe and Ft. Warren. After
his release, Brown took an active
part in the Constitutional Con-
vention of 1867. In 1873 he was
elected to the post of Chief Judge
of the Supreme Bench of Balti-
more City. He later served as
President of the Bar Association
of Baltimore City and died in
1890.

The firm of Brown & Brune
was well remembered on the
occasion in 1939 of its 100th
anniversary by a then senior
partner who remarked to his
partners and associates:

“. .. I have seen their fee

books of 41 and 42 showing

gross receipts of around
$2,000 each year. The items
showed vast and important
legal services, figures at $10
and $15 a piece. How far the
dollars went in those days!

Perhaps tonight we shall hear

of our hopes and fears, but

with the higher cost of liv-

ing, and in depreciated cur-

rency, our services must be
estimated on quite a different
scale.” (Some of us recall that
in 1939 and for a short period
thereafter Associates were
taken into law firms in the

City at $1,000 to $1,200 per

year. How this compares with

19801

Mr. Brown also found time in
his busy life to serve the Boards
of Trustees of the Johns Hopkins
University, the Peabody Insti-
tute, the Enoch Pratt Library,
and St. Johns College.

At about the time .in 1861
when Brown was languishing in
the Federal prison in Boston be-
cause of his southern sym-
pathies, two young men, Ran-
dolph Barton and Skipwith Wil-
mer, who had trained briefly at
the Virginia Military Institute
and were later commissioned as
officers in the Confederate army,
were captured by Federal troops

Judge Alfred S. Niles (1860-1926)

during a battle near Harpers
Ferry and both were brought to
Baltimore and confined for a
time in the Baltimore City Jail.
They were subsequently released
and returned to the battle, and
Mr. Barton later, in company
with two other gentlemen, car-
ried the first flag of surrender at
Appomattox on the orders of
General Lee. In 1867, two years
after Appomattox, Messrs. Bar-
ton and Wilmer came to Balti-
more and established a law prac-
tice under the firm name of
Barton & Wilmer, another prog-
enitor of the present firm. Thus,
we have among our founders two
jailbirds.

Two of Mr. Barton's seven
sons, Randolph and Carlyle, fol-
lowed him into his law firm.
Randolph Barton stayed with
the firm for the balance of his
life. In 1915 Carlyle left the firm
and joined Judge Alfred Niles
who had retired from the Bench
to form the firm of Niles &
Barton.

In 1899, when the Brown &
Brune and Barton, Wilmer firms
were well established, the firm
of Gans & Haman was formed.
This firm, under a different
name, later included among its
members W. Calvin Chesnut and
Charles Markell. The Gans &
Haman firm merged with the
firm of Brown & Brune in 1948.
This firm, which in 1961 was
known as Markell, Veazey &
Gans merged with Niles, Barton,
Yost & Dankmeyer and assumed

Lu offices of Niles, Wolff, Barton & Morrow in the Equitable

the name of Niles, Barton, Gans
and Markell and in 1968 the
Niles, Barton firm merged with
the Barton, Wilmer firm to be-
come known as Niles, Barton &
Wilmer.

A recitation of the biographies
of the men who made up the
partnerships of these four law
firms is neither possible nor is it
desired. The firms at one time
included among their member-
ship many distginuished judges,
among them, W. Calvin Ches-
nut, who served on the Federal
Bench for many years; Charles
Markell, who served as a mem-
ber and later Chief Judge of the
Court of Appeals of Maryland;
George William Brown, a Chief
Judge of the Supreme Bench;
Judge James Ambler; Emory H.
Niles, a Rhodes Scholar, an ac-
tive practitioner of maritime
law, the founder of American
Maritime Cases and in later
years a member of and then
Chief Judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City; Judge
S. Ralph Warnken, a member of
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, now retired.

The firm has numbered among
its membership Herbert M.
Brune, a direct descendant of the
founder, Frederick W. Brune,
and author of Maryland Corpo-
rate Law and Practice.

Among the outstanding
lawyers whose professional lives
were spent with the present firm
and its predecessors were the
Randolph Bartons, father and
son, Hilary Gans, Charles R.
Rusicka, and many others.

It has also numbered many
who were active leaders in the
Bar Association of Baltimore
City, the Maryland State Bar
Association and the American
Bar Association. i

Its partners through the years
have also been active in the civic
and religious affairs of the City.
Carlyle Barton, for example,
served as a vestryman of his
church and later Chancellor of
the Diocese of Maryland, a posi-
tion now held by Arthur W.
Machen. Mr. Barton also served
for many years as a member and
later Chairman of the Board of
Trustees of the Johns Hopkins
University. Mr. Barton’s part-
ner, George S. Yost, was active
for many years as one of the
leaders of the second English

Building, May 6, 1915, (Seated, L-R): Judge Alfred S. Niles, Miss . 3
Merback; Standing, (L-R:) Carlyle Barton, Sr., Chester F. Morrow, Frank  Scatter their poison through

Ragland, William J. Stocksdale.

Colonel Randolph Barton leads a cadre of enlistees to training camp in
World War 1.

Lutheran Church and was a
33rd Degree Mason. Others of
four predecessors were also ac-
tive in the civic affairs of the
City.

We suspect that this combina-
tion of outstanding professional
leadership as well as active par-

ticipation in the public and civic
affairs of the City typifies the
activities and lives of many
members of the legal profession
throughout the history of the
Bar Association of Baltimore
City.
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(Top Row: Sam’l K. Smith, Luther M. Reynolds, Geo. R. Willis and

Francis T. Homer. Bottom Row: A. peR. Sappi

gton, Henry H 1

Pickett and James W. Champman, Jr.)

The Lawyer’s

Prayer

Ordained to tread the thorny
ground,

Where few I fear are faithful
found,

Mine be the conscience void
of blame,

The upright heart, the spot-
less name,

The tribute of the widow’s
prayer,

The righted orphan’s grateful
tear.

To virtue and her friends a
friend,

Still may my voice the weak
defend!

Ne'er may my prostituted
tongue

Protect the oppressor in his
wrong,

Nor wrest the spirit of the
laws

To sanctify a villain’s cause.

Let others with unsparing
hand

the land;

Inflame dissension, kindle
strife,

And strew with ills the path
of life.

On such her gifts let fortune
shower,

Add wealth to wealth, and
power to power;

On me may fav'ring Heaven
bestow

That peace, which only good
men know,

The joy of joys by few pos-
sessed,

The eternal sunshine of the
breast. I

Power, fame, and riches I
resign;

The praise of honesty be
mine,

That friends may weep, the
worthy sigh,

And poor men bless me, when
I die.

Written in the year 1828
by William George Baker,
Esquire (1809-1855) of the
Baltimore Bar

:
|
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The “New Judge Movement” of 1882

By Judge Joseph Sherbow
Excerpts From An Address Delivered March 29, 1934 Before the
“Luncheon Club” of the Bar Association of Baltimore City
at the Southern Hotel.

The political machine had won

again. As usual, it controlled all
nominations, even for judges of
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, and nomination at that
time was equivalent to election.
Only one candidate had the tem-
erity to enter the lists against
them. True, only a very small
part of the electorate had gone to
the polls to vote in the primary,
but after all that is how bosses
control elections. Give them the
primary machinery, and that is
all they need — because the
general public can only vote for
their hand-picked candidates in
the general election.
" The judicial convention met
shortly thereafter and duly rati-
fied the choice “of the People” in
the primary.

Then came the deluge. A ris-
ing tide of resentment reached
its full flood and carried on by
the bitter feeling of an outraged
populace at the boldness of the
politicians, in attempting to
reach into the very halls of jus-
tice and name even the judges,
found its spokesmen in a few
courageous lawyers and business
men. Like crusaders they swept
on through a turbulent election
to a smashing victory and car-
ried the day for a judiciary un-
fettered, untrammeled and free
from_political domination and
control. i

This is not a story of Tam-
many elections or reform move-
ments that appear periodically
and then fall back into the evil
ways of machine ridden politics.
It is a story of Baltimore City's
fight to free its judiciary from
political domination and keep its
Bench from even the hint of
scandal. It was a fight that was
won by the people and a victory
that stayed won.

The people of Baltimore are
proud of their Supreme Bench
today but it was not always thus
in this city. On the contrary the
revolt a little over half a century
ago reached its climax because of
the suspicion that the Bench was
not untainted, or at least, not
above suspicion. Whether justi-
fied or not, is beside the point;
the people of Baltimore felt that
way, and having lost confidence
in their judiciary they were de-
termined to obtain a Bench that
would be above any suspicion.

After the State Constitution of
1867 was ratified judges were
elected for 15 years. The terms of
four were ending in 1882 and
three of the incumbents were up
for re-election. William Pinkney
Whyte was then the real city
leader and the local boss of the
Democratic party. Knowing
their own strength, and heedless
of the rumblings and mutterings
of discontent the city machine
proceeded to renominate three of
the sitting judges whose terms
were expiring, namely, Robert
Gilmor, Jr., Henry F. Garey,
Campbell W. Pinkney and also

William Fisher, in place of one
judge who was retiring. William

A. Stewart, who dared to oppose .

them in the primary, was badly
defeated, but only eight
thousand Democrats had gone to
the polls to vote in the primary.
After all they were merely
ratifying the choice of the Demo-
cratic leaders. On October 5,
1882, the delegates chosen at the
primary election met in judicial
convention at Ford’s Opera
House and promptly ratified the
ticket. Campbell W. Pinkney
was a brother of Mayor William
Pinkney White, but for family
reasons he had changed his
name. This was said to be due to
a bitter family quarrel with
another branch of the family.

Ford’s Theatre on Faye

Speaking of this judicial con-
vention, R. D. Morrison, a prom-
inent lawyer said: “If an apple
had been tossed over the dele-
gates the chance would be one in
three that it would have fallen
on the head of an office holder,
and two in three that it would
have fallen on the head of an
office holder or office seeker.”

The Sun in an editorial said:
“A careful examination of the
dockets of the Criminal Court
from 1878 to 1882 discloses the
interesting fact that of the dele-
gates who attended the regular
Democratic judiciary convention,
thirteen members or one-
fourteenth of that body have
stood as defendants at the bar of
the Criminal Court within those
five years. As this time in most
cases covers a period of very
active political usefulness and

consequent immunity from in-
dictment, it is a legitimate mat-
ter of speculation how many of
them got into trouble of this
kind during previous years,

They talked boastingly of suc-
cess; they would win as always.
With their control of the negro
vote and with a well-filled cam-
paign chest, and a strongly in-

when their tastes and disposition
were probably the same and
their political influence was
less.”

Slowly public feeling began to
assert itself, at first quietly and
then with a roar. It lacked
leadership and while the rank
and file of the Bar opposed the
renomination of the sitting
judges they hesitated to express
themselves openly. Since only
8,000 votes had been cast in the
primary, the friends of William
A. Stewart, defeated Democratic
candidate proceeded to help crys-
tallise this sentiment.

On October 14, 1882, three
hundred and fifty citizens, all
leading business men, in a
signed statement called upon the
people to select other judicial
candidates without regard to

tte Street between Howard and Eutaw, where
the "Old Judges” were nominated.

politics. They condemned the re-
cent primaries and the manner
in which they were held. Their
open letter addressed to the peo-
ple of Baltimore said: “No citizen
who rightly appreciates the
gravity of the interests, public
and private, involved in the com-
ing election, can have witnessed
recent events without profound
apprehension and concern. This
usurped power has been found
objectionable, even when applied
to offices of a purely political
character, but which when ap-
plied to that of a judge, tends to
exalt the claims of allegiance to
party above the highest behests
of public duty.”

The regular political organiza-
tion was not alarmed at this
action and openly scoffed at the
idea that a reform movement
could be successful in Baltimore.

trenched organization, they
could only see overwhelming
success for their ticket. The re-
form leaders were determined,
however, and one of them said:

“It is not proposed to start out
with a brilliant illumination and
then to allow the lights to burn
dimly and perhaps be exting-
uished, but the movement will
be well officered and strongly
manned from start to finish.”

On October 18, 1882, the oppo-
sition took concrete -form. A
mass meeting was held at the
Concordia Opera House. It was a
great assemblage of earnest
citizens and unlike ordinary
political meetings was characte-
rized by the complete absence of
political leaders or ward follow-
ers. It was a gathering that
challenged and compelled re-
spect. J. Hall Pleasants presided
and every seat was taken, with
every available inch of standing
room crowded.

Leaders of the Bar were there
— Richard Venable, Joseph
Packard and many others. Wil-
liam Keyser, business man and
civic leader, set the keynote
when he said:

“"You are asked to join in giv-
ing to this great City of Balti-
more for the next fifteen years a
judiciary free from party tram-
mel and corrupting influence, to
place upon the Supreme Bench
men who from their lofty position
can look down with unconcern
upon the strife of party, and hold
aloft the evenbalanced scales of
justice, and guarantee to every
good citizen protection both for
life and property, and mete out
to all offenders without fear or
favor the just punishment for
their crimes.”

A nominating committee was
named and after some delibera-
tion reported as its choice, Wil-
liam Fisher, William S. Stewart,
Charles E. Phelps, Democrats,
and Edward Duffy, Republican.
There was some opposition to the
choice of Fisher by the indepen-
dents, as he was also on the
regular organization ticket. Ma-
jor Venable quieted this feeling
by assuring the gathering that
“the Ring had only put Fisher on
their ticket as a disinfectant.”
The committee’s choice was rati-
fied amid enthusiastic applause.

Judge William A. Fisher

The Republican Judicial Con-
vention met the next day and by
a vote of 96 to 4 endorsed the
complete Independent ticket.

Then the fight was on in ear-
nest. The campaign was a short
but furious one and characte-
rized by bitter feeling. The city
press was divided. The Sun fa-
vored the new judge ticket, while
the News and American sup-
ported the regular organization
ticket. Later, on the eve of elec-
tion, and out-and-out Republican
ticket was put in the field and
was supported by the American,
but this ticket met overwhelm-
ing defeat.

John P. Poe, eminent lawyer
and sterling fighter, remained
loyal to the organization ticket
and called upon. the Democratic
Party to "put its heel upon the
serpent of independence which
raises its head now to imperil
Democratic supremacy.”

Henry M. Warfield, twice the
reform candidate for Mayor, ac-
tively supported the old judge
ticket, but the fight was really
led by Mayor Whyte and by
Rasin, then coming into real
political prominence. There were
rumors that the reform move-
ment was secretly encouraged
and promoted by Senator Gor-
man, State leader, with the ob-
ject of destroying what was left
of Mayor Whyte's political influ-
ence in order to enhance his
own.

am Pinkney Whyte, Mayor at
the time of the New Judge Move-
ment, 1882.

William Pinkney Whyte, a
master of invective, flayed the
leaders of the reform movement.
There was an epidemic of small-
pox prevalent at the time and at
one meeting he said, “I heard
that there was a kind of infec-
tious disease known as inde-
pendence in this ward and I felt
tempted to bring a yellow flag.
* * * Some say I am too much of
a politician to be Mayor of this
City. Maybe I am, but the
leopard might as well change its
skin as for me to cease to be a
Democratic politician.”

The reform movement was not
lacking in enthusiasm. A mons-
ter ratification meeting was held
at the Concordia Opera House
and long before eight o'clock
there wasn’t even standing
room. The speakers were
lawyers and merchants all prom-
inent in civic affairs. The meet-
ing was a magnificent popular
demonstration and showed that
the people were thoroughly
(Continued on Page 17)
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Judge Convention met in 1882.
(Continued from Page 16)
aroused.

Many leaders of the Bar had
declared themselves for the new
judge ticket, including John K.
Cowan, Charles J. Bonaparte,
Richard M. Venable, William L.
Marbury, Lewis Hochheimer and
Henry Stockbridge, but that val-
liant warrior for reform, Severn
Teakle Wallis, was silent. Final-
ly he wrote a long letter explain-
ing his stand and stating that he
would take no part in the cam-
paign. Both sides attempted to
make capital of his statement
and all sorts of constructions
were placed on his attitude. On
October 30th he wrote an open
letter which was published in
The Sun and said, “I do heartily
approve of the methods and
grounds of actions of the Inde-
pendents in their present move-
ment, in so far as they have been
publicly disclosed or have come
to my knowledge, and in so far
as I have declined to take an

active part in the movement it -

has been for personal reasons
only, and not because I have the
slightest doubt that it deserves
my support and the support of
the whole people.”

Just one week before the elec-
tion the city rocked with disclo-
sures of repeating and other
frauds in the councilmanic elec-
tions held on October 25, 1882,
and prosecutions were immedi-
ately begun. The evidence
showed that officials high up in
the Police Department were in-
volved — in fact were the guid-
ing heads. The department was
warned that it was on trial; “The
public will judge it justly but
severely, and it will stand or fall
according to the judgment it de-
serves.”

Marshall Grey announced that
the police would preserve order

- Judge William A. Stewart

Concordia Opera House, Eutaw and Redw Stret;ts

, where the New
and assured the Independents
that the election would be fair.
They took no chance, however.
They called for volunteers to
man the polls on election day
and on the Saturday before the
election announced:

“Repeaters from Washington
and elsewhere who have been
engaged for Tuesday next by the
ring are hereby warned to sup-
ply themselves with return tick-
ets; otherwise, as the Ring will be
busted on that day, they will
have to walk back.”

Judge Charles Edward Phelps

In the meantime a straight
Republican ticket was put into
the field, but it was clear that
this was only a belated effort to
divide the vote. Fraudulent sam-
ple ballots were circulated in
some of the wards and rumors of
all sorts of combinations and
deals were spread.

The American attacked the
activity of some of the lawyers
who were battling for the reform
ticket and said: “Railroad
lawyers are generally very busy
men, but Mr. Carter and Mr.
Cowan appear to have switched
off to look after the independent
movement. However, that is rail-
road business too, and is being
engineered by a railroad corpor-
ation.”

There appeared about this
time a paper of uncertain origin
called the “Independent,” which
was characterized as an “inde-
cent, mud-slinging sheet.” It did
the reformers’ cause more harm
than good. They disowned it, but
it persisted in its violent attacks
on Whyte and the regular orga-
nization until the day of election.

Then came election day.
Strangely enough there was no
fighting, no brawling, little in-
toxication and very few arrests.

Let the newspaper headlines
tell the story.

“A Great Day for the Cause of

the People.”
“Bosses Beaten at the Polls.”
“Independent Judiciary Ticket
Gets Over 10,000 Ma-
jority.”
“The Ring Machine

Smashed.”

“Cleveland Elected Governor
of N.Y.”

“Republican Ticket Gets 1,200
Out of 55,000.”

In an editorial the next day,
The Sun said: “In a short but
brilliant campaign the people
have broken the power of the
Ring so utterly that it will be
long before it will again dare to
defy the will of an outraged
people. With an organization
that seemed to defy successful
attack, with the patronage of the
whole city in control of the few
men who arrogated to them-
selves the right to set up and
pull down candidates for office,
and who even dared to lay hands
on the Supreme Bench of this
city, with all the worst elements
of the party under their control
and skilled in all the arts of
professional politicians — with
all those malign yet powerful
forces to aid them, with all the
daily morning and evening
newspapers in this city — Re-
publican and Democratic — ex-
cept The Sun, enlisted to fight
for them, they have been beaten,
and beaten so thoroughly that
all the strength which portions
of the better elements of the
Democratic party lent them for
what they perhaps thought was
best, collapsed when the people
rose in their might, and massing
at the ballot, cast them indig-
nantly down.”

It was a hard fought victory,
and one of the few reform move-
ments in this country that has
stayed won. Our Supreme Bench
has never since been in politics
— sometimes it has been strong
— sometimes weak — but al-
ways free from the domination of
political bosses.

The political leaders and bos-
ses who followed Whyte and Gor-
man — Rasin, Mahon and Kelly,
were always keenly interested in
the judiciary, but profiting by
the lesson of 1882 never attemp-
ted to dictate the naming of our

judges.

Judge Edward . Duffy, the first
Republi to be elected to the
Supreme Bench, a victor in the
New Judge Movement.
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(Top Row: John E. Semmes, Alfred S. Niles and Oscar Wolff. Bottom
Row: Archibald H. Taylor, J. Leland Hanna, Robert H. Carr, Jr. and N.
Rufus Gill.)

(Top Row: Joseph W. Bristor, Hess Greenbaum, John B, Keplinger and
James A. McCarthy. Bottom Row: Harvey H. Rouzer, G. Guy Wilson
and Sylvan Hayes Laucheimer.)
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(Top Row: James R. Brewer, Jr., Henry Duffy, Robert M. McLane,
Edgar Allan Poe and John Phelps. Bottom Row: William C. Smith, Geo.
W. Cameron, Franklin T. Upshur and Morris Ames Soper.)

(Top Row: James W. McElroy, Thomas M. Lanahan and Frank Gosnell.
Bottom Row: Conway W. Sams, Wm. Shepard Bryan Jr., Geo. R.
Gaither, Jr. and Thomas Ireland Elliott.)
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The Fisher Family

(Abraham H. Fisher, Samuel J. Fisher,
Allan H. Fisher and Morton P. Fisher)
By Morton P. Fisher, Jr.

Abraham H. Fisher, one of the
few judges who became a lawyer
after he became a judge, was the
forerunner of the family tradi-
tion of Fisher lawyers who have
practiced law in Baltimore for
over three quarters of a century.
Abraham Fisher first attended
law school when he was over the
age of 40, a rare feat during the
late 1800s. He was appointed as
the first Judge of what was later
to become the People’s Court and
we are told that the jurisdiction
of the cases which came before
him was from $2.00 and down.
Beginning in 1896 when he was
appointed to the bench, he
earned his living from the 60
cents he collected for each case
he heard. Actually, his primary
duty, as we understand it, was to
act as a prothonotary, a forerun-
ner of the present notary public,
and it was his task to affix seals
to documents received from
other States which were to be
recorded in Maryland.

It takes no assessment of the
Consumer Price Index to under-
stand that even in the early
1900s, 60 cents per case was
hardly enough for Abraham
Fisher to pay for his sons’ bus
fares, much less tuition to law
school. Consequently, each of his
three sons, Samuel, Allan and
Morton, worked their ways
through college and law school.
Aftusily, Abraham died before
Allan completed law school and
before Morton entered college.

Samuel, Allan and Morton
each attended the University of
Maryland and each excelled in
his respective class. Samuel (or
"Sam”) as he was known, began
his career assisting his father in
writing letters and after he com-
pleted law school, he began his
own firm upon graduation in
1909. Allan joined the firm upon
his graduation from law school
in 1911 and the firm of Fisher &
Fisher was born and continued
in existence for over 60 years.
Morton then joined the firm
upon his graduation from law
school.

Samuel J. Fisher

Sam remained with the firm
until his death in 1971. During
the several decades prior to his
retirement, Sam also served as a
Master in Chancery beginning
in 1949 and enjoyed many long
hours of testimony relating to
domestic matters. Sam served as
President of the Bar Association

of Maryland in 1940-41. In addi-
tion, Sam began a tradition for
the Fisher Family lawyers of
teaching at law school. Allan
and Morton also taught at law
school and this tradition has
been followed by Allan, Jr. who
taught at University of Balti-
more for many years and Mor-
ton, Jr. who is currently associ-
ated with the faculty at the
University Maryland Law
School.

Allan also worked with the
firm during most of his legal
career and until his untimely
death in 1939. During his years
away from the family firm, Alan
served as an attorney for the
Federal Trade Commission in
1917, as an Assistant Attorney
General of Maryland during the
term of office of Alexander Arm-
strong from 1920-1923 and as
Special Assistant to the United
States Attorney in 1930-31.

Allan H. Fisher

While a student in law school
Allan was the author of the first
edition of “Essentials of Mary-
land Pleading” and co-authored
the second edition with Morton
and Judge James P. Gorter. The
cogent discussions in the book of
Actions Ex Contractu and Ac-
tions Ex Delicito is a fond re-
membrance of things past.

Alan served as Vice-President
of the City Bar Association in
1936-37.

Morton, after practicing with
the firm for several years, began
a distinguished career in public
service. He served as Special
Assistant to the Attorney Gener-
al in the Tax Division of the
United States Department of
Justice and enjoyed the honor of
handling the first tax appeal
ever argued in the Division in
1928. He was with the Depart-
ment of Justice from 1928 to
1930 and then served as Assis-
tant United States Attorney
under the renowned Amos Wood-
cock. He returned to Fisher &
Fisher and at the age of 45 but
left the firm in order to serve
with the United States Army
during World War II, where he
served as Chief of Public Fi-
nance, Branch of the Finance
Division of the Military Govern-
ment and as the United States

Morton P. Fisher

Delegate on the Four Nation
Commission that was charged
with the setting up of tax laws
for Germany following the end of
the war.

Morton also served as Chair-
man of the Tax Section of the
American Bar Association which
ultimately led to his appoint-
ment as a Judge of the United
States Tax Court in 1954. Mor-
ton served as a Judge on the
Court and actually died while
ascending the bench in 1965.

If known for anything, the
Fisher brothers were all known
for their sense of humor. Sam
could not go through a single
divorce hearing without cutting
through the tension by telling a
humorous story or anecdote. The
feelings and emotions popularly
believed to exist as shown in
Kramer vs. Kramer, rarely, if
ever, existed in Sam Fisher’s
hearings.

Morton was also known for his
sense of humor. As reported in
the Minneapolis Star (June 30,
1959), during a lengthy and com-
plex tax trial, the trial nearly
came to a standstill when a
witness was unable to identify
some documents because she left
her glasses at home. "My wife
sometimes uses mine”, Judge
Fisher said, removing them and
handing them to the witness.
“Why don’t you see how they’ll
do?”

“These are fine, thanks”, the
witness replied, and the trial
proceeded.

Another incident fondly recal-
led occurred during a trial in
Philadelphia when, for the first
time, Adelaide, Morton's wife,
first attended a trial over which
her husband presided. The bailiff
called the Court to order and
asked everyone to rise. He
noticed the woman sitting in the
second row had not risen and
instructed her te do so, whereup-
on she stated before the full
courtroom: “But, I never stand
up when he comes into the
room.” Such was a trial before
Judge Morton Fisher.

After over three quarters of a
century, the Fisher Family’s
attachment to the law remains
intact.

Judge J. Gilbert Prendergast, Sr.

By Jeffrey B. Smith

J. Gilbert (Gil) Prendergast,
Sr. was born on August 9, 1909
in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania,
the proud son of a raiiroad en-
gineer. He attended public
school in Pennsylvania and
thereafter went to the Universi-
ty of Notre Dame, South Bend,
Indiana. He graduated from
Notre Dame cum laude, but
seemed to be more satisfied by
the fact that he played football
under the immortal Knute Rock-
ne. It was his association with
Knute Rockne that brought him
to Maryland. He sustained a
knee injury in his junior year
and was sent by Coach Rockne to
Johns Hopkins for an operation.
While he was in Maryland he
met then Dean Roger Howell of
the University of Maryland
School of Law. Dean Howell en-
couraged Gil to decide to attend
the Maryland Law School, a de-
cision that Gil never regreted.

Gil Prendergast graduated
from law school in 1933 and
went to work initially as an
insurance adjuster. Shortly
thereafter he became an associ-
ate of the firm that was then
known as Clark, Thompson and
Smith (now Smith, Somerville &
Case). He immediately went into
trial work, principally handling
the defense of personal injury
claims on behalf of various in-
surance carriers. His association
with the firm was interrupted in
1942 when he enlisted in the
United States Navy. Gil served
his country as a lieutenant on
the U.S. San Jacinto, an aircraft
carrier, in the Pacific campaign.
He was honorably discharged in
1945 and returned to the law
firm to resume his practice as a
trial attorney. He always seemed
to like the competition involved
in “knocking heads” with all
members of the opposition, but
especially leading plaintiffs’
counsel. The firm changed its
name to Clark, Smith and Pren-
dergast in 1954 when the Honor-
able Roszel C. Thomsen assumed
a position on the United States
District Court for the District of
Maryland. Gil continued his re-
lationship with the firm until

November, 1959 when he was
named an associate judge of The
Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City.

Judge Prendergast served
with distinction on the Supreme
Bench until his death in July,
1973. During that period of time,
he was the trial judge in the
famous “Block Trials”, involving
prosecution of organized crime
on the famous Block, and in the
“welfare fraud” cases. He was
particularly well known for his

decisions as “Discovery Judge” -

and contributed heavily to that
body of law, incorporated in part
in the volume Maryland Discov-
ery Opinions. Because he was
fully aware of his relative inex-
perience in the fields of criminal
and constitutional law prior to
his appointment to the trial
bench, he asked to be assigned to
criminal court first, literally tak-
ing a self-imposed crash course
on criminal law and the numer-
ous recent decisions of the Un-
ited States Supreme Court. By-
the time he took his position as
an associate judge his knowledge
of the field of criminal and con-
stitutional law was equal to that
of his peers.

Gil was an outdoorsman who
loved to fish and hunt and could
exchange “fishing stories” with
the best of them. He was also an
avid follower of the Mount
Washington Lacross Team
(Wolfpack) and was active in the
Mount Washington club. A deep-
ly religious man, he attended the
Shrine of the Sacred Heart in
Mount Washington from 1941
until his untimely death in 1973.
He was survived by his wife,
four children and ten grandchil-
dren, the number of grandchil-
dren increasing since that time.
A son, John G. Prendergast, Jr.,
follows in Gil’s fine tradition as
a trial lawyer and partner in the
firm of Smith, Somerville &
Case.

Gil Prendergast will always be
known as a forceful and truly
excellent trial lawyer, and an
able and just trial judge.
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The Best of Both Worlds

by Judge Avrum K. Rifman (Ret.)

Theodore S. Miller, the preced-
ing President of the Bar Associa-
tion of Baltimore City, had the
occasion to transact some law
business with an unusual group
of lawyers who, in the 1940’s and
1950’s, occupied a corner of the
4th floor of the Equitable Build-
ing. Subsequent inquiry by Ted
confirmed his opinion that the
style and type of practice of this
professionally homogeneous
group represented “the best of
both worlds”, partnership vis-a
vis a mutual association of indi-
vidual lawyers. At Ted’s sugges-
tion, Avrum K. Rifman, one of
the senior surviving associates of
Isaac Lobe Straus, Attorney
General of Maryland, 1908-1912,
who was a preeminent trial
lawyer and brilliant statesman,
undertook to describe their high-
ly successful and harmonious
association of lawyers.

In the early 1940’s, Thomas J.
Kenney was one of the .impor-
tant trial lawyers in the office of
the United States Attorney for
the District of Maryland. From
time to time, Tom and Avrum K.
Rifman had been successfully
associated in several private law
cases. Following the death of
Isaac Lobe Straus in February,
1946, Tom discussed with Rif-
man the advisability of return-
ing to the private practice of law.
At that time his partner, Joseph
0. Kaiser, was an officer in
World War II. This writer
esteemed Tom Keeney as a
friend, a skillful and respected
trial lawyer, and, above all, a
man of impeccable honor. Before
Jong, Tom resigned his Federal
office and joined up with Avrum
K. Rifman. When dJoe Kaiser
returned from the service, he
resumed his partnership with
Tom Kenney, and before long,
Hugo A. Ricciuti, an acknow-
ledged public oriented lawyer,
became a member of our associa-
tion.

Tom Kenney and Joseph O.
Kaiser provided strong legal
leadership and set the standards
of quality in our office. Tom and
Joe were the organizing
geniuses. Whenever a problem
faced us — and there were many
— involving the construction
and arrangement of the offices,
Tom and Joe, or Joe or Tom,
supervised its organization and
the management of the entire
operation. While Tom and Joe
were carrying on an extensive
private practice, alternately,
they supervised and resolved the
many important and trouble-
some matters which arose from
day to day, such as the hiring
and managing, and the receipt
and distribution of all monies. It
was not exactly a labor of love to
them, but more like quiet, self-
effacing big brothers in a family
whose members became depen-
dent upon them.

All of the members of our
group were either friends, class-
mates in college or in law school,
or were generally known to one
another. Each member had sea-

soning at the Bar, and as
lawyers and public officials they
enjoyed a geod reputation as de-
cent human beings. They were
all dedicated to the profession —
not the business — of practicing
law.

The greatest quality generated
by this association — a highly
unforseen but hoped for result —
was the consultation freely and
readily one with the other, and
without obligation of any kind,
the referral of cases from one to
the other, according to the ta-
lents and specialties required by
the case under consideration.
The fees were divided or appor-
tioned with or without any pre-
arrangement, and, without ex-
ception, no dispute ever took
place over the apportioning of
the fees. The reasons were sim-
ple. We did not compete with
each other. We cheerfully coop-
erated with each other. None of
us put any emphasis upon indi-
vidual gain. We were concerned
with the welfare of our team of
lawyers. We trusted and re-
spected one another, and each
lawyer contributed a special ta-
lent that in time created a price-
less synergistic strength, that
made us a happy and contented
family of lawyers.

After several numerical varia-
tions in the composition of the
group, the membership was
radically reduced in number,
and its longevity was drawing to
a close, brought about, principal-
ly, by their appointments to im-
portant Federal, State and City
Offices, ‘or being called to the
Eternal World much to our
anguish and personal distress.

Thomas J. Kenney was
appointed to the office of United
State’s Attorney for the District
of Maryland. The Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City, and a
Master-in-Equity of the Supreme
Bench. Presently he is retired
from public office. After long and
distinguished service in the
Bankruptcy Court, Judge Joseph
O. Kaiser has recently retired
with expressions of appreciation
from the Federal Judges and the
members of the Bar. Hugo A.
Ricciuti, deceased, had been
appointed City Solicitor of Balti-
more, and later Chairman of the
Employment Security Adminis-
tration of the State of Maryland.
State Senator Anthony DiDome-
nico, deceased, had also been
elected as a member of the Balti-
more City Council and served
several terms as a Judge of the
Orphans’ Court of Baltimore
City. John Carroll Power, the
head of our real estate depart-
ment, died in the prime of his
life. Francis X. Gallagher, who
died at a too, too, early age, had
been an outstanding member of
the House of Delegates, a re-
nowned - Maryland statesman,
and a trusted and r ted

founded the prestigious law firm
of Gallagher, Evelius and Jones.
Helen Elizabeth Brown was
appointed Assistant City Solici-
tor of Baltimore, Judge of the
Housing Court, and served as a
member of the Workmen's Com-
pensation Commission until she
reached the mandatory retire-
ment age in 1970. Lucy Ann
Garvey was the first woman
appointed as an Assistant State’s
Attorney of Baltimore City. At a
later date, Judge William
O’Donnell, then State’s Attorney,
elevated Lucy Ann Garvey to the
position of Executive Assistant
in charge of the entire office.
Presently, by appointment, she
is serving as Senior Master to
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, Domestic Division. Avrum
K. Rifman, formerly head of the
trial division in the City Solici-
tor’s office, was appointed to the
Municipal Court, and thereafter
was appointed one of the Mas-
ters to the Supreme Bench and
served in that office until he
attained the mandatory age of
retirement in 1975.

The writer of this monograph
apologizes humbly to Tom and
Joe for being a party of one in
having “greatness thrust upon
’em’’. They would have
“achieved” it without the thank-
less burden of organizing and
managing a large association of
lawyers with a disparate prac-
tice. All of those manifold, time-
consuming tasks performed by
them, were without the slightest
compensation, except for our
genuine esteem and sincere
affection all of us bore for these
two great friends.

Finally, and of no lesser im-
portance, the writer of this out-
line, as the oldest member of the
original group, again, is impel-
led to record his never-ending
love and devotion to Tom and
Joe, Helen and Lucy, and John
C. Evelius, the “patron Saint of
the aged and homeless”, for
making my life-long practice of
law a true art and a noble pro-
fession, a rich treasure beyond
all earthly measure, and in para-
phrasing the words of Keats,
truly “. . . a thing of beauty”
and “. . . a joy forever.”

counselor of the Archioc;se of
Baltimore. In recent years he

Christopher Columt Langdell
the Harvard Professor who intro-
duced the case method in law
teaching.

“Legal Advice” by Dwight C. Sturges, depicts the lawyer's office of a
bygone day.
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William D. Macmillan, Jr.

by William R. Levasseur

William D. Macmillan, Jr. was
known as one of the more color-
ful trial attorneys in Baltimore
City until he retired from active
practice in 1970. He died at the
age of 78 in 1974.

Whenever two or more senior
members of the Trial Bar get
together, Mr. Macmillan’s name
is sure to become a part of a
topic. Everyone seems to have a
story about "Bill” Macmillan. He
was particularly known for his
quips and antics before the trial
judges, and the stories are too
numerous to set out here.

Bill Macmillan started and en-
ded his legal career with the law
firm of Semmes, Bowen & Sem-
mes. In 1916 he started as an
office boy; and when he retired
in 1970, he was a senior partner
of that firm. He was considered
by his colleagues to be a com-
plete lawyer with a thorough
knowledge of the law.

He was general counsel for the
Colts and was one of the leaders
in the fight to restore the Na-
tional Football League franchise
for Baltimore after Colt owner,
Abe Watner, sold out to the
NFL. He instituted a lawsuit in
an attempt to have the Colts
returned to Baltimore. Mr. Mac-
millan served as counsel for the
Colts during the subsequent
ownership by Carroll Resenb-
loom.

Mr. Macmillan represented
such notables as Police Commis-
sioner .James M. Hepbron who
had been charged with allega-
tions of misconduct in office. He
represented Larry MacPhail,
himself a very colorful sports
enthusiast. Mr. Macmillan was
probably best known for his in-
volvement in the dramatic Alger
Hiss/Whitaker Chambers case
which involved the famed Pump-
kin Papers.

Mr. Macmillan had among his
clients Carroll Rosenbloom, Big
Daddy Lipscomb, Lenny Moore
and John Unitas.

He specialized in medical/legal

William D. Macmillan, Jr.

and Johns E. Semmes, Jr. Over
the years he practiced with such
stalwarts of the Bar as William
H. Price, Jr., William C. Cole-
man, Richard F. Cleveland,
Harold Tschudi, Gaylord Clark,
Rignal W. Baldwin, Ambler
Moss, Frederick W. Brune,
Edwin A. F. Morgan and, of
course, some of the current part-
ners of that very fine firm who
are well known to the Bar of
Maryland.

In the event the above-
mentioned names are not totally
familiar to the reader, a further
look at these individuals will
establish that these attorneys
mentioned above were among
the “Who's Who"” of the Balti-
more Bar. For example, Freder-
ick W. Brune retired from prac-
tice with Semmes, Bowne &
Semmes in 1954 to become one
of the most distinguished Chief
Judges of the Maryland Court of
Appeals. He and Mr. Macmillan
were lifelong friends.

Richard F. Cleveland and
Ambler Moss were both disting-
uished corporate attorneys with
S Bowen & Semmes. Mr.

litigation with medical mal-
practice being his predominate
field of expertise. He was called
upon many times to conduct and
lecture on these important
topics.

Mr. Macmillan was no stran-
ger to the political scene. He
worked hard for H. C. (Curly)
Byrd’s bid for the Democratic
governorship. He was also
treasurer for former U. S. Sena-
tor Millard W. Tydings in the
primary campaign in 1956. Mr.
Macmillan was chairman for the
lawyers’ group supporting re-
election bids for Governor Mil-
lard Tawes and served as cam-
paign manager in Maryland for
the presidential bid of the late
President John F. Kennedy.

Mr. Macmillan was one of
many distinguished attorneys
practicing law in Baltimore City
with the firm of Semmes, Bowen
& Semmes. When Mr. Macmil-
lan first came to that firm in
1916, the partners were John E.
Semmes, Sr., Jesse N. Bowen

Cleveland who died in 1974 was
the son of former President
Grover Cleveland, and he served
as general counsel to the Public
Service Commission for a num-
ber of years.

Mr. Moss, who died at the age
of 73, was a director of Provident
Savings Bank and was involved
through Connecticut General
Life Insurance Company with
the development of the City of
Columbia.

Harold Tschudi, who was 85 at
the time of his death in 1975,
was most known as an authority
and pioneer in the area of law
known as workmen’s compensa-
tion. Mr. Tschudi had many
accomplishments during his dis-*
tinguished career, the most not-
able was to be elected as Presi-
dent of Civitan International. As
far as we can determine, he was
the only Baltimorean ever to be
so elevated. He is also said to
have tried the first workmen's
compensation case in Maryland.

William C. Col b

al Judges when he resigned from
his partnership at Semmes,
Bowen & Semmes to become Un-
ited States District Judge for the
District of Maryland; and in
1948, he became the Chief Judge
of that Court. Judge Coleman
retired from the Bench in 1955.

Mr. Macmillan was a past
president of the Bar Association
of Baltimore City and a founding
member in Maryland of the
American College of Trial
Lawyers. He was not alone in
the history of Bar Association
leadership from the firm of Sem-
mes, Bowen & Semmes. Most
recently, Norman P. Ramsey
served a one-year term as presi-
dent of the Maryland State Bar
Association. In addition, both
Frederick Brune and Rignal W.
Baldwin served as presidents of
the State and City Bars with
great distinction.

Judge Brune had his favorite
nickname for young Bill Macmil-
lan which was “Chubby Chile”.
Mr. Macmillan good naturedly
threatened to sue Judge Brune
for slander every time he was
referred to as “Chubby Chile”.
but he refrained from doing so
because of Judge Brune’s threat
to plead “truth” and he would
file “Mr. Mac” as Exhibit “A” in
the proceedings.

Mr. Macmillan also created
the “Annual Batting Average on
Judges”. This process in the be-
ginning was loosely set out sta-
tistical compilations of informa-
tion about the affirmances and
reversals of Supreme Bench
Judges on appeal. The process
became an intricate part of the
yearly assessment of Supreme
Bench Judges to the point where
it is said that most Judges
looked forward to this critique
and it became “an end in itself”.
The Judges would anxiously
await the results and would use
their batting average if it were
favorable and ignore it in the
event it was unfavorable.

The current partners at Sem-
mes, Bowen & Semmes who
knew and worked with Mr. Mac-
millan recall his contribution to
the Bar and to the firm. They
are quite fond of their memories,
and they hope that memorializ-
ing Mr. Macmillan in this issue
of the Daily Record will act as a
reminder to the Bar of the im-
pact one attorney had on the
development of the Trial Bar.

Many of the stories, outland-
ish as they may seem, have been
authenticated by Rignal W.
Baldwin, a retired partner, and
William A. Fisher, Jr., one of the
partners in the Towson office.
All attorneys owe a debt of grati-

‘tude for the totally professional

and distinguished career of Mr.
Macmillan. It is unfortunate
that the mold creating Mr. Mac-
millan has never been dupli-
cated. It would be most interest-
ing if someone could have car-
ried on the traditions; however,
because there has been no sub-
stitute for Mr. Macmillan, it has
to be d that he was cer-

one of the most respected Feder-

tainly "One Of A Kind".

Ober, Grimes and Shriver

Tracing its antecedents to the
year 1903, the law firm of Ober,
Grimes & Shriver, like many
Baltimore law firms, is the pro-
duct of a merger of two firms. In
1969, the former firms of Ober,
Williams & Grimes and Cross,
Shriver, Bright & Washburne
merged to become Ober, Grimes
& Shriver. Presently, the firm
has offices in Orlando, Florida
and in Washington, D.C., in
addition to its Baltimore Office.
Over 40 attorneys practice with
the firm. Although the firm is
engaged in the general practice
of law, it continues the tradi-
tions of its predecessor firms,
with substantial concentration
in the areas of maritime law,
civil litigation, probate law, cor-
porate law, and estate planning.
In recent years the firm has
developed a substantial practice
in the area of representation of
non-profit, charitable institu-
tions, particularly in the area of
the law regulating hospitals.

The association of Albert C.
Ritchie and Stuart S. Janney in
1903 resulted in the firm of
Ritchie & Janney, which later
became successively‘ known as
Ritchie, Janney & Ober; Ober,
Williams, Grimes & Stinson;
and, finally, Ober, Williams &
Grimes, which was the firm’s
name at the time of its 1969
merger. In prior years, its name
reflected the names of Robert
Griswold, W. Howard Harvelton,
Albert P. Stuart, and Robert Lee
Slingluff, when these individuals
were partners of the firm.

Albert C. Ritchie was elected
Attorney General of Maryland
and, subsequently, Governor,
serving three terms, and then
returning to private practice, at
which time the firm became
known as Ritchie, Janney, Ober
& Williams.

Stuart S. Janney, was best
known for his skill as a litigator
in general civil as well as mari-
time matters. At the time of the
depression, he was appointed
counsel to the Maryland Bank
Commissioner.

The firm of Cross, Shriver,
Bright & Washburne had its
g is in the iation of H.
Webster Smith and Eben J. D.
Cross, Jr. in the early 1920's.
Mr. Cross, the son of E. J. D.
Cross, a distinguished attorney
who was instrumental in the
founding of the Bar Association
of Baltimore City, left the pri-
vate practice of law in 1924 in
order to become the Assistant
City Solicitor of the City of Balt-
imore, in which position he con-
tinued until 1927, when he re-
sumed the practice of law with
Mr. Smith. Mr. Cross served for
a number of years as a Master in
Chancery for the Supreme
Bench, in addition to his private
practice which continued
through these years. His subse-
quent association with J. Nicho-
las Shriver, Jr. resulted in the
change of the firm’s name to
Cross & Shriver, Mr. Smith hav-
ing withdrawn from the firm in
order to move to Arizona.

Following service in the Army
Air Force in World War II, J.
Nicholas Shriver, Jr. returned to
the private practice of law with
Mr. Cross and, following Mr.
Cross’ death in 1948, J. Paul
Bright, Jr. joined the firm.
Thomas D. Washburne joined
the firm in 1955. The firm con-
tinued to add partners and asso-
ciates, with the bulk of the firm’s
work being in the areas of civil
litigation, corporate, probate,
trust, and estate planning work.

In 1979, Ober, Grimes &
Shriver merged with the
Washington, D.C. law firm of
Bird & Tansill, this firm being a
general practice firm with a par-
ticular area of specialization in
tax law.

Frank B. Ober enjoyed a leng-
thy career at the Bar during
which time he was recognized as
a leading attorney in the fields
of litigation and corporate reor-
ganizations, the most famous
reorganization in Baltimore
being that of the Mortgage
Guaranty Company which in-
volved an extensive liquidation
and reorganization which the
late U.S. District Judge, W. Cal-
vin Chesnut pronounced to be
the most complex reorganization
in his experience. Continuing
the firm’s tradition of service,
Frank B. Ober served as presi-
dent of the Maryland State Bar
Association, as had his partner,
Albert C. Ritchie before him.

When a number of partners
left the practice of law in order
to serve in Europe in the First
World War, Joseph C. France
who was then a leader of the
Maryland Bar, became counsel
to the firm. Mr. France was at
that time General Counsel with
United Railways, and during the
war years, he brought with him
several attorneys from the staff
of United Railways who con-
tinued with the firm following
the conclusion of the war.

In 1928, the firm moved from
its former offices to the building
which houses its present office,
now known as the Maryland Na-
tional Bank Building, and which
was then known as the Balti-
more Trust Building.

Another partner of the firm,
Robert W. Williams, enjoyed an
extensive and lengthy admiralty
practice and, in 1950, was
appointed to a four-year term as
a Federal Maritime Commis-
sioner. y

William A. Grimes, who joined
the firm in 1931 specialized in
the admiralty, corporate, and
trust law fields and, at the time
of his death, was president of the
Maryland Bar Foundation.

The firm’s tradition of public
service continued with the
appointments of Alexander Har-
vey, II as United States District
Judge, Davis Ross as a Judge of
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, and, since the merger of
1969, the appointment of Jervis
S. Finney as the United States
Attorney for Maryland.
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Frederick
by Richard Cleveland, Joseph Ber

W. Brune

Frederick W. Brune, Chief
Judge of the Court of Appeals of
Maryland for ten years from
1954 to 1964, died suddenly of a
heart attack at his home in Balt-
imore on February 19, 1972.
Judge Brune was universally
acknowledged not only as a most
distinguished jurist and lawyer
but also for his outstanding pub-
lic service. This continued
throughout his entire legal
career, both before ascending to
the Bench and during his retire-
ment years when he continued to
render unstinted service to his
City and State in civic as well as
legal fields.

Chief Judge Frederick W. Brune

Judge Brune was true Balti-
morean and Marylander. The
fourth of his name, he was born
in Baltimore on October 15,
1894, the son of Frederick W.
Brune, III, and Blanche
Shoemaker Brune. Judge
Brune’s father and his mother
both died before he was five
years old, and he was brought up
in the family of his uncle and
aunt, Mr. and Mrs. John J.
Donaldson. Judge Brune’s
father, his grandfather, and his
uncle, Mr. Donaldson, were all
distinguished lawyers of Balti-
more, where Judge Brune lived
all his life.

On January 22, 1921, Fred
Brune married Mary Washing-
ton Keyser. Theirs was a most
happy marriage, which lasted
more than 50 years. Mrs. Brune,
their son, Frederick W. Brune,
Jr., and two grandchildren sur-
vive the judge.

Judge Brune’s life falls natu-
rally - into several periods, —
education, the practice of law,
public positions, war service,
judicial office and retirement. As
Fred Brune, he began his educa-
tion at Marston’s University
School, after which he attended
the Johns Hopkins University
for a year. He then went to
Harvard College, where he re-
ceived the degree of B.A. in
1915. When the first World War
broke out, Fred was at the Har-

vard Law School. He immediate- -

ly volunteered for the Army and
speht two years in the service, in
the United States and France.
He was first in the Norton-
Harjes Ambulance Corps and la-
ter in the United States Army.
At the end of the war, he re-

and Emory H. Niles

turned to the Harvard Law
School, from which he received
his LL.B. in 1920. Fred Brune
was admitted to the Maryland
Bar in 1921, after having passed
the Bar Examination as the
second person who had ever
achieved a perfect score.

As a lawyer Fred Brune, as he
was known to his friends, soon
attained the status of a leader.
He started as a clerk to Osborne
L Yellott, Esq., and on Mr. Yel-
lott’s untimely death in 1922, he
formed an association with Wil-
liam C. Coleman, later United
States District Judge. From 1923
to 1924 he was an Assistant
United States Attorney in days
when he, James T. Carter and
Morton P. Fisher occupied a very
large and cheerful desk in a
single room of the old U. S.
Court House and Post Office
Building.

In 1924 the partnership of Cole-
man, Fell, Morgan and Brune
was formed, consisting of
Messrs. William C. Coleman,
Edgar T. Fell, Edwin F.A. Mor-
gan, and Frederick W. Brune.
The firm was dissolved in 1927
when Mr. Coleman was
appointed to the federal bench
and Mr. Fell departed to
Washington. The two remaining
partners, under the firm name of
Morgan & Brune, continued
together for about a year, until
1928 when they accepted an in-
vitation to join . the firm of
Semmes, Bowen & Semmes.
Fred Brune remained a partner
of this firm until 1954, when he
was appointed Chief Judge of the
Court of Appeals of Maryland.

During the thirty-three years
of his private practice, Fred
Brune rose to the top of his
profession. With a large practice,
representing individuals, banks,
and corporations, he neverthe-
less devoted a great amount of
time to public, charitable and
professional affairs. To name
only a few of these activities, he
served as chairman, member or
adviser of the City Service Com-
mission (1937-46); the Selective
Service Board (1940-43); the
War Price and Rationing Board
(1942-45); the Baltimore Charter
Revision Commission (1944-46);
the Committee of the Court of
Appeals on Rules of Practice and
Procedure (1946-54); the Com-
mittee on the Revision of Corpor-
ation Laws (1948-51); the Tax
Survey Commission (1949-51);
and the Council of the American
Bar Association section on Cor-
poration, Banking and Mercan-
tile Law. After he became Chief
Judge, he performed valuable
service on the National Confer-
ence of Chief Justices. It would
be tedious, and perhaps impossi-
ble, to list all of the activities
and causes in which he worked
actively. In almost any move-
ment for betterment in legal,
governmental or civic affairs,
one name in its list of supporters
was indispensable, namely that
of Frederick W. Brune.

Capstones were placed upon

this massive and effective record
of professional and public service
by his election in 1940 to the
presidency of the Bar Associa-
tion of Baltimore City, and in
1947 to the presidency of the
Maryland State Bar Association.
These positions represent the
highest honor that his fellow
members at the bar could
bestow.

In 1954, when the office of
Chief Judge of the Maryland
Court of Appeals became vacant,
Mr. Brune was appointed to that
office by Governor Theodore R.
McKeldin. His selection was
greeted with universal approval,
for there was no lawyer in the
State whose qualifications were
higher, who was better known to
have such qualifications, or who
had greater confidence of the
Bar, the judiciary and the public.

This is not the moment to
discourse upon Chief Judge
Brune’s record as the head of the
judiciary of the State. Let it be
said, however, that the high
hopes expressed at the time of
his appointment were amply ful-
filled by the record he estab-
lished as Chief Judge. Suffice it
to record that he had no super-
ior, either in Maryland or in the
United States.

In 1964 Judge Brune reached
the constitutional age of 70, re-
quiring his retirement from the
Bench. But even then his partici-
pation in public affairs and in
the law did not cease. In his
home he kept up the private law
library which was probably the
best of its kind in this State. He
bequeathed that library to the
University of Maryland Law
School, and will be installed in-
tact in its new Library Building
when opened in the Fall of 1980.
1t is named for his uncle, John J.
Donaldson, Esq. During his re-
tirement the former Chief Judge
was president of the Maryland
Historical Society, Chairman of
a commission to revise the Motor
Vehicle Laws, adviser to the
Maryland Diocese of the Epis-
copal Church, and a member of
the Visiting Committee of the
Harvard Law School. At the
time of his death Judge Brune
was hard at work on a revision
of the entire Criminal Code of
Maryland.

In physique Judge Brune 'was
tall, rather sturdily built, and
quiet in manner. Sparing of
speech, he had, however, a dry
and pungent sense of humor
which enlivened, but did not
wound, either in personal con-
versation or in the court room.
No harsh criticism of a lawyer
before him in court ever passed
his lips. He listened attentively
to arguments of counsel, and in
his opinions . he not only ex-
plained clearly the reasons for
the decision, but also endeavored
to deal fairly and fully with all
points raised by the losing party.
He was kind to the young and
inexperienced lawyers who
appeared before him. He was not
fooled by verbosity, and was an
instinctive enemy of sham, pre-
tense, and exaggeration. He had
strong views and wide thoughts
on the judicial function, and he

held to them undeviatingly. His
principles were deep and steady.
As a judge and as a lawyer he
never cut a corner.

If there were any room for
criticism of Fred Brune, it would
be that he drove himself unmer-
cifully and worked too hard. In
later years he suffered from
arthritis, but no one suspected
that he might suffer the heart
attack which proved fatal.

For recreation, Fred Brune
had loved the game of tennis,
and in later years he was a
skilled bridge player, an ardent
follower of the Colts football
team, and an enthusiastic mem-
ber of his several law clubs. In
these matters he seemed to cast
off the cares of office, and to
devote himself wholeheartedly to
the pleasures of the game and
social contacts.

To sum up the life and charac-
ter of Frederick Brune:

He held high ideals in his
conception of the functions,
duties and responsibilities of a
lawyer and of a judge:

His ability, his learning, his
position, and his character en-
abled him to live up to them
with unswerving fidelity;

He had both modesty and a
strong and rewarding sense of
humor;

He was clear in thought, based
on wide knowledge and under-
standing of life and of the law;

He had an affectionate and
generous spirit which guided
him as husband, father, lawyer,
judge, partner and friend.

John Donne, more than three
hundred years ago, wrote: "Any
man’s death diminishes me.”

The loss of the living presence
of Fred Brune has diminished all
of us.

Judge Martin Lehmayer (1861-
1936)

Judge Herman Moser

(Top Row: Martin Leh

yer, C. J. R

dale, Philip W. Wroe, John C.

King and J. Chas, Linthicum. Bottom Row: Seth Hance Linthicum, J.
Seymour T. Waters, Harold B. Scrimger, William R. Barnes and J.

Kemp Bartlett, Jr.)

Judge E. Paul Mason, Sr.

Judge E. Paul Mason, Jr.
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The Founding Fathers of

FRANK, BERNSTEIN, CONAWAY & GOLDMAN
By Shale D. Stiller

John Carter Rose was the first
of the extraordinary men whose
lives this brief history must de-
scribe. As a very young man, he
developed an active practice, re-
sulting in no small measure
from his keen interest in public
affairs. During the early years of
his career as a lawyer, he wrote
newspaper editorials upon public
questions, He became one the
most active members of a band
of leading citizens who con-
ducted compaigns against the
political abuses which then pre-
vailed in Baltimore and Mary-
land. He was one of thecharter
members of the Reform League,
and for ten years its counsel.
Largely through his efforts, the
new election laws of 1890 and
1896, adopting the Australian or
secret ballot, and other means to
prevent trickery at elections,
were adopted.

Judge Eli Frank (1874-1958)

For our purposes, his greatest
talent lay in attracting able
young men to his office. The best
known of these were Morris A.
Soper and Eli Frank. Messrs.
Soper and Frank led their clas-
ses at the University of Mary-
land Law School in 1895 and
1896, respectively. Each, upon
graduation, joined Mr. Rose at
his offices at Room 628 of the
Equitable Building. What an ex-
traordinary team! Rose, Soper,
and Frank. While they did not
have a formal partnership, as we
now know that term, they
shared offices for many years. In
1898, Mr. Rose was appointed
U.S. Attorney by President
McKinley, and in 1900, Mr. Sop-
er became his assistant. But
those were part-time jobs in that
era, and until the Baltimore fire
in 1904, Rose, Soper, and Frank
spent most of their time practic-
ing law in the Equitable Build-
ing. A large part of the Equit-
able Building burned during the
Great Fire, and while it was
being repaired in 1904, Rose and
Soper temporarily moved to the
old Post Office Building, and Mr.
Frank moved to 319 North Cal-
vert Street. When the three of
them moved back to the Equit-
able Building, they continued to
share offices until April 4, 1910,
when Mr. Rose was appointed by
President Taft to be United
States District Judge. For the
remainder of 1910, Messrs. Sop-
er and Frank, both of whom first

achieved an “av” rating from the
old Martindale Legal Directory
in 1910, along with a group of
other men who had surrounded
Mr. Rose, continued to share
offices, again, not in the formal
partnership sense, but as
lawyers who thought enough of
each other that they wanted to
consult each other daily about
the many problems of practicing
law. Mr. Soper even ran for
Attorney General of Maryland,
but unlike one of his successors
in the firm, he was unsuccessful.
Among the other men in that
little group were C. John
Beeuwkes, Arthur D. Foster,
Reuben Foster, and J. Frank
Supplee, Jr.

On January 1, 1911, Mr. Soper
formed a partnership with Ger-
man H. H. Emory. Mr. Emory
had been graduated from the
University of Maryland Law
School in 1903, and had prac-
ticed with several different firms
until the formation of Soper &
Emory. Soper & Emory, like the
others who had been associated
with Mr. Rose, remained in the
Equitable Building. In 1912, Mr.
Frank joined with Allan McLane
and Francis E. Pegram, to form
McLane, Pegram & Frank, with
offices in the Fidelity Building.
From the standpoint of the firm’s
history, the most interesting
event from 1911-1913 was the
otherwise unimportant will con-
struction case of Hemsley v. Hol-
lingsworth, 119 Md. 431 (1913),
where Mr. Emory and his firm of
Soper & Emory squared off
against Mr. Frank and his firm
of McLane, Pegram & Frank.
Mr. Emory won.

Both Soper & Emory and
McLane, Pegram and Frank
were rather short-lived, and the
modern era of the firm began on
January 1, 1914, when Morris
Soper became Chief Judge of the
Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, and the firm of Frank,
Emory & Beeuwkes was created.

Mr. Frank was then 39, Mr.
Emory 41, and Mr. Beeuwkes 34.
For one so young, Mr. Frank’s
attainments were eminent. He
had joined the faculty at the
University of Maryland Law
School in 1899, while still in his
twenties (a position he retained
for 45 years until he retired in
1944). He had written a classic
treatise, Title to Real and Lease-
hold Estates and Liens which
was published in 1912. As a
result of the Baltimore Fire in
1904, many of the classic real
estate forms in use in Baltimore
had been destroyed, and, at the
behest of the title companies,
Mr. Frank created them anew
out of his memory. He was also
active in a host of charitable
endeavors, including his mem-
bership in the group that found-
ed The Park School in 1912.

In May 1917, less than one
month after the declaration of
war, Mr. Emory entered the
First Officers’ Training Camp at
Fort Myer, and was commis-

sioned a Captain on August 17,
1917. On May 26, 1918, he sailed
from Newport News. His batta-
lion was in the very thick of the
heavy fighting in the Argonne
Forest during the six weeks be-
fore the armistice. Ten days be-
fore the armistice, on November
1, 1918, he was killed in action,
felled by a machine gun bullet
through the heart while leading
his battalion. His battalion had
been the assaulting unit in the
drive which ended the war. For
hours, it had been subjected to
heavy artillery and machine gun
barrage. Major Emory was
beyond the draft age, and despite
the fact that he had three small
sons, he felt that his duty to his
country obligated him to fight.
For many years, the German H.
H. Emory Post of the American
Legion conducted a very moving
ceremony on Armistice Day in
the State Court House, where
Major Emory’s portrait still
hangs.

In early 1921, there were two
events of significance in the his-
tory of the firm. One John Henry
Skeen, an expert on admiralty
law whose offices were across the
hall from Frank, Emory &
Beeuwkes, joined the firm as a
partner, and at the end of the
year, the name of the firm be-,
came Frank, Emory, Beeuwkes
& Skeen. And in February, 1921,
a 23-year old man named Reu-
ben Oppenheimer became a
member of the bar and an associ-
ate in the firm.

In June, 1922, Governor Ritch-
ie appointed Mr. Frank to be an
Associate Judge of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City, and the
firm name changed to Emory,
Beeuwkes & Skeen. A few
months later, President Harding
promoted Judge Frank’s mentor
and our progenitor, Judge Rose,
from the United States District
Court for the District of Mary-
land to the Fourth Circuit Court
of Appeals, and then, after
another few months, President
Harding appointed Judge
Frank’s colleague in their early
years, Morris A. Soper, to the
vacancy on the Federal District
Court occasioned by Judge
Rose’s elevation. Within the
space of a year, the entire trio in
that extraordinary group that
practiced together in the late
90’s and early 1900's — Rose,
Soper & Frank — had won addi-
tional recognition of their ta-
lents.

Judge Rose, like Judges Soper
and Frank, served for many
years on the faculty of the Uni-
versity of Maryland Law School.
In 1915, his casebook-textbook
on federal jurisdiction was first
published. For almost 40 years,
it and subsequent editions (some
of which were co-edited by others
after his death) were idered

of its own. Moses R. Walter, as
mentioned at the beginning of
his history, began practicing law
in 1868, apparently the first
Jewish lawyer in Maryland. Just
before the turn of the century, he
shared offices with Archibald
Sykes. Around 1902, Mr. Sykes
formed a partnership with young
Sidney L. Nyburg, who later was
well-known as a lawyer of great
literary and cultural talent. The
firm of Sykes & Nyburg ulti-
mately became the well-known
Nyburg, Goldman & Walter
through the following steps.
When Moses Walter’s son,
Raphael, became a member of
the bar, he joined his father, but
after his father died in 1916,
Raphael joined the firm of Sykes
& Nyburg, which, a few years
later, became known as Sykes,
Nyburg & Walter.

Reuben Oppenheimer

In the meantime, back at the
firm, young Mr. Oppenheimer,
who had arrived in 1921, quickly
gained a national reputation as
a brilliant lawyer. An honors
graduate of the Harvard Law
School in 1920 and one of the
officers of the Harvard Law Re-
view in his senior year, he con-
tinued his scholarship with three
articles on a variety of subjects
in the next seven years: “In-
famous Crimes and the More-
land Case,” 36 Harv. L. Rev. 299
(1923); “Rights and Obligations
of Customers in Stockbrokerage
Bankruptcies,” 37 Harv. L. Rev.
860 (1924); and “Proceeds of Life
Insurance Policies under the
Federal Estate Tax,” 43 Harv. L.
Rev. 724 (1930). No other Balti-
more lawyer, before or since, has
written so many articles for the
Harvard Law Review. Mr.
Oppenheimer’s reputation was
cemented when he wrote the
famous Hoover Commission Re-
port on Deportation. He became
a partner of Messrs. Beeuwkes
and Skeen in 1923, and by 1927,
the firm name had changed once
again to Emory, Beeuwkes,
Skeen & Oppenheimer. The
Oppenheimer name remained in
the firm name until 1955, when
Mr. Oppenheimer was appointed

to be the leading source on the
intricacies of federal jurisdic-
tion. Judge Rose died in 1927.
Judge Soper went on to be-
come a judge on the Fourth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals in 1931,
where he remained until his
death in 1963 at the age of 90.
Nyburg, Goldman & Walter
had a very distinguished history

as Associate Judge of the Sup-
reme Bench of Baltimore City.
Throughout his 34 years of asso-
ciation with the firm, Mr.
Oppenheimer was its leader and
magnet, and even today, there
are many lawyers, both inside
the firm and outside the firm,
who speak with great reverence,
admiration, and respect for Mr.
Oppenheimer, the lawyer.

James L. Bartol, Chief Judge of
the Court of Appeals.

dJudge Joseph N. Ulman (1878-
1943), Associate Judge of the Sup-
reme Bench and author of “A
Judge Takes the Stand”.

Judge Henry S. Stockbridge, Jr.
(1856-1924)

Judge Edwin Harlan

Judge W. Stuart Symington, Jr.,
(1871-1926)

R



May 16, 1980

Baltimore Bar Centennial

Page 23

Leonard Weinberg

By Robert L. Weinberg and James H. Langrall

Leonard Weinberg rose from a
self-taught court stenographer to
be one of the state’s most prom-
inent attorneys. He was 84 when
he died.

Born in Baltimore, Mr. Wein-
berg left City College after six
months to take a job as a typist
for an uncle who was a court
reporter. Within three years, at
age 18, he had begun his own
court reporting business.

For the next 12 years, Mr.
Weinberg worked as official re-
porter to the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City. In 1912, he
worked in the pool of stenog-
raphers at the Democratic Na-
tional Convention in Baltimore
at which Woodrow Wilson was
nominated.

Mr. Weinberg graduated from
night school of the University of
Maryland School of Law in 1919
and co-founded a firm known as
Weinberg and Sweeton, one of
the first large law firms in the
state to include a Jewish and a
Christian partner.

In addition to being a re-
spected attorney. Mr. Weinberg
was a writer and a friend of
many of Baltimore’s literati, in-
cluding H. L. Mencken.

In the first few years as a
lawyer, he specialized in crimin-
al law, but began to move into
labor and business relations dur-
ing the 1930’s and he filed one of
the earliest damage suits
against a labor union.

He was appointed special
state’s attorney for Baltimore
City in 1922, to help clear a
backlog of cases and resigned a
year later.

Mr. Weinberg was a delegate
to the 1932 Democratic National
Convention held in Chicago,
when Marylanders put up a bit-
ter fight to obtain the nomina-
tion of Gov. Albert C. Ritchie,
their favorite son, over Franklin
Delano Roosevelt.

In 1936, he defended Fried-
man and Harry Marks Clothing
Company, in the United States
Supreme Court in the cases up-
holding the censtitutionality of
the National Labor Relations
Act.

An immaculate dresser, he
was known for his collection of
neckties, which numbered more
than 400 back in the 1930’s, and
he would never go into court
without a flower in his but-
tonhole, usually a cornflower.

An old description of his dress
habits which appeared in The
Sun states:

“By some mysterious means,
Mr. Weinberg always manages
to look as if he had just stepped
out of the most conservatively
correct clothing advertisement
in the smartest magazine of the
month. At the end of an arduous
harangue to the jury — one that
would leave most lawyers weary
and rumpled — he d de-
bonairly fresh as he was at the

start. Apparently . . . he will
not wilt, shrink, crack nor
wrinkle.”

Leonard Weinberg

Mr. Weinberg also conducted a
weekly radio show to acquaint
the public with recent changes
in laws. )

Mr. Weinberg and Howard
Sweeton after the formation of
their law firm were soon joined
by Harry J. Green, a brilliant
and forceful lawyer and econom-
ist, with doctorates in both
fields. Mr. Green brought a uni-
que ability to guide the direction
of the firm’s practice in the years
when New Deal legislation was
changing the face of American
business.

The firm’s practice initially
focused primarily in litigation
and real estate. In the late
1930’s and early, 1940’s, the
emphasis broadened to include
administrative law, business
regulation, taxation and corpo-
rate law.

During the 1940’s, the firm
developed its deep departmental
capabilities, whereby a major
transaction could have input
from a team of lawyers, each
contributing his talents and ex-
pertise relating to his particular
specialty. Today there are six
such departments: Corporate,
Tax and Securities Law; Real
Estate Law; Litigation; Banking
and Commercial Law; Labor Re-
lations Law; and Wills, Estates
and Trusts Law. At the present
time, the firm of Weinberg and
Green now numbers 80 lawyers,
10 para-legal assistants, and 3
eminent lawyers as counsel to
the firm. All of this was brought
about by the dream of an ambi-
tious and talented former court
reporter.

Eldridge Hood Young

Stranger Than Fiction

The Murder Of
Christian Trautfelter

by James F. Schneider

In my capacity as Historian
and Archivist of the Supreme
Bench, I recently discovered a
huge, old steel filing case filled
with court records, including
docket books, rolls of attorneys,
opinions and memorials dating
back more than a century ago. In
sorting through the thousands of
papers neatly tucked away, 1
chanced upon the opinion of the
Bench in a Motion for New Trial
filed in a long-forgotten murder
case, the circumstances of which
you may find somewhat strange
and interesting.

On the early afternoon of
Thursday, June 1, 1871, a twen-
ty-eight year old constable
named Christian Trautfelter was
fatally shot when he stepped
between two quarreling brothers
in Monument Square in front of
Guy's Monument House on the
northeast corner of Calvert and
Fayette Streets. Thomas Good-
rich, wielding a pistol and highly
intoxicated after a heavy bout of
drinking, intended the shot for
his brother, Washington, with
whom he was engaged in a
heated argument. The unfortun-
ate victim, acquainted with both
brothers, died the following
morning of a gunshot wound of
the abdomen at the Washington
University Hospital, now known
as Church Home. He left behind
a young wife and several small
children.

Guy’s Monument House, on the present site of the Civil Courts
Building (Old U.S. Post Office and Court House). Christian Trautfelter
was shot on this corner in 1871.

On June 6, 1871, four days
after Trautfelter's death, Tho-
mas Goodrich was indicted for
murder. Six months later, on
December 13, 1871, a jury con-
victed him of second degree mur-
der in the Criminal Court of
Baltimore, Judge Robert Gilmor
presiding. :

The opinion which I found was
dated September 24, 1872, and
signed by four of the five Judges
of the Supreme Bench, granted
the Defendant’s Motion for New
Trial. In it, the majority con-
cluded that evidence of the De-
fendant’s intoxication at the

time of the shooting precluded
his conviction of any charge
higher than manslaughter, and
that a showing of malice such as
would justify a murder convic-
tion had not been made. Judge

A filing case for pleadings a century ago. Records of the Supreme
Bench from 1867 to 1966 are stored in this one located in Jim
Schneider’s office in the Civil Courts Building.

Gilmor wrote a dissent which is
noteworthy for its erudition.
(Years later, in 1937, Judge
Eugene O'Dunne wrote an opin-
ion in another murder case
which considered the same issue
presented in the Goodrich opin-
ion and ruled that the dissent
was correct.)

In any event, Goodrich was
given a new trial. Counsel who

-

”,

Christian Trautfelter

argued in support of the Motion
were Severn Teackle Wallis,
John P. Poe and W. Holling-
sworth Whyte. The Motion was
opposed by the State’s Attorney,
A. Leo Knott.

The trial was removed to the
Circuit Court for Baltimore
County at Towsontown, where
Goodrich stood trial for the
second time. The prosecutor was
J.F.C. Talbott, State's Attorney
for Baltimore County, opposed
by W. Hollingsworth Whyte,
Richard J. Gittings and John P.
Poe for the defense. The trial
ended on January 24, 1873 in
the Defendant’s acquittal by a
jury, which after deliberating all
night, returned a verdict of “Not
guilty because of insanity at the
time of the commission of the
act, but' . . . sane now.” The
prisoner was then released

The murdered man was my
great-great-grandfather. And
the location of the shooting? The
northeast corner of Calvert and
Fayette Streets is today the site
of the Civil Courts Building,
which houses my office as Gener-
al Equity Master.




Page 24

|

lnlnnctaa™ col axmanitlaf

Baltimore Bar Centennial

n@or o

May 16, 1980

reol X

The year 1980 marks not only
the Centennial of the founding of
the Bar Association of Baltimore
City, but also that of another
legal institution — the publica-
tion of the first volume of the
first edition of Poe’s Pleading
and Practice. In fact, the preface
to Volume I is dated January 15,
1880, the same day that the
Articles of Incorporation of our
Association were drafted. And
the author, John Prentiss Poe
(1836-1909), who based the book
on his lectures at the University
of Maryland, was one of our
founders. His biography which
appears in our Centennial Book
will not be duplicated here.

John P. Poe

Volume I was dedicated to
Severn Teackle Wallis, who, in
addition to serving as the Pro-
vost of the University of Mary-
land, was also the first President
of the Bar Association of Balti-
more City. The dedication lio-
nized him as one “. . . who, by
the elegance of his scholarship,
the power of his oratory and the
purity of his character, illus-
trates the highest type of our
prafession " Likewise, the
two-volume second edition which
appeared in 1884 contained the
identical dedication.

Poe’s third edition, published
in 1897 after Wallis’ death three
years earlier, contained a new

Another Centennial
by James F. Schneider

dedication: “To the Students of
the School of Law of the Univer-
sity of Maryland . . . in the
earnest hope that it may afford
acceptable aid to those who, from
year to year, shall turn to its
pages for guidance in one of the
most difficult paths of their pro-
fession.” Mr. Poe was then Dean
of the Law School. The fourth
edition of the work — still two
volumes — published in 1906,
was to be the last to bear the
personal imprint of the author.
It was dedicated “To the sustain-
ing encouragement that has nev-
er failed.” The Great Poe died
slightly more than three years
later, on October 14, 1909.

It was not until 1925 that a
new, fifth edition of Poe saw the
light of day, the work of Profes-
sor Herbert Thorndike Tiffany of
the University of Maryland,
(1861-1944), the Baltimore
lawyer and scholar whose work

Herbert T. Tiffany, author of Tif-
fany on Real Property and the
fifth edition of Poe’s Pleading
and Practice.

on real property is still regarded
as a classic. Tiffany’s two-
volume edition of Poe remained
the standard authority on plead-
ing and practice for the next
forty-five years.

Harry M. Sachs, Jr.

The monumental task of com-
pletely revising and updating
this definitive work was under-
taken by the late Harry M.
Sachs, Jr. (1914-1977), who prac-
ticed law in Baltimore before his
appointment as the first, full-
time General Equity Master to
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City in 1965. Master Sachs spent
the last ten years of his life
producing the current five-
volume, sixth edition of Poe.
Volume I appeared in 1970;
Volume VI came out in 1975.
The last pocket parts were pub-
lished in 1976. Just as the ori-
ginal author was also a professor
of law, so was the last: Master
Sachs taught Maryland Proce-
dure and Equity Jurisprudence
at the University of Baltimore
School of Law. The tradition of
excellence was maintained. Poe’s
Pleading and Practice is still the
leading work on the subject.

Clarence W. Miles

Clarence W. Miles, a disting-
uished lawyer and civic leader,
was born in Cambridge, Mary-
land, on June 29, 1897. His early
education was at Baltimore City
College and Peddie Institute. He
received his law degree from the
University of Maryland in 1920.

Early in his career he was
City Solicitor of Salisbury. In
1925 Governor Ritchie appointed
him People’s Counsel to the Pub-
lic Service Commission wherefie
quickly established a reputation
in the practice of public utility
law. Following his resignation as
People’s Counsel he became the
attorney for a group of utilities
which formed the nucleus of a
growing practice.

Moving to Baltimore he
formed a partnership with
Eugene A. Edgett and Thomas
Tingley. This firm was dissolved
and, in the early 1930’s, he
established a partnership with
Seymour O'Brien. The firm of
Miles and O'Brien subsequently
became Miles, Walsh, O’Brien
and Morris and, in 1953, merged
with Mullikin, Stockbridge and
Waters to become the present
firm of Miles & Stockbridge.

During World War II, Mr.
Miles served as a colonel in the

Judge Advocate General Corps
of the Army and received the
Bronze Star. Following the war
he resumed his practice and rep-
resented numerous public utility
companies and corporations. He
became general counsel of the
Martin-Marietta Company and
served on its Board for many
years. A member of the Balti-
more, Maryland State and
American Bar Associations, he
was elected president of the
Maryland State Bar Association
in 1953. He served on the Bond
Commission to reorganize the
Maryland judiciary and as
Chairman of the Miles Commis-
sion to restructure the State

alaws controlling horse racing.

Although a native Eastern
Shoreman, Mr. Miles was an
energetic supporter of Baltimore
City. He was one of the founders
and first Chairman of the Grea-
ter Baltimore Committee, an
organization of private business-
men primarily responsbile for
the establishment of Charles
Center and dedicated to the re-
vitalization of downtown Balti-
more. He was President of the
Baltimore Symphony Orchestra
Association. He was one of the
organizers and the first Presi-
dent of The Center Club, an

association of business and pro-
fessional men in downtown Balt-
imore.

A longtime lover of baseball,
Clarence Miles will probably
best be remembered by the pub-
lic for his part in bringing major
league baseball to Baltimore. In
1953 he helped organize a group
of local public-spirited citizens to
acquire the franchise of the old
St. Louis Browns and transfer it
to Baltimore. Despite formidable
odds, the move succeeded, and he
became the first President of the
Baltimore Orioles.

Above ali things, Clarence
Miles was a “doer”. He had the
rare ability to grasp an oppor-
tunity and get the thing done.
Perhaps the best summation of
him was by the present Adminis-
trative Judge of the Supreme
Bench in 1976 when Mr. Miles
was the recipient of the Disting-
uished Alumnus Award of the
Law School of the University of
Maryland:

"Clarence Miles is a lawyer
who contributes over and
above his professional exper-
tise; he gives his time to
affairs for the benefit of his
city, state and country. He
has set an ideal for commun-
ity involvement.”
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The old Daily Record Building wi
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hich stood on the present site of the

Baltimore Federal Savings and Loan before it was destroyed by the

Constructing the west front of the Court House, 1899. This is the side

that faces St. Paul Street.

Great Baltimore Fire of February 7-8, 1904.
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The cornerstone laying of the Baltimore City Court House, June 25,
1896 (presently known as the Criminal Courts Building).

The Baltimore City Court House, 1900.
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Damel C. Joseph

by Calman A. Levin

One of the most colorful fi-
gures of the Baltimore Bar died
at the age of 85, on February 25,
1973. Daniel C. Joseph, affec-
tionately known as “Uncle Dan”,
was born in Baltimore on Janu-
ary 26, 1887, the son of Phillip
and Julia Coblens Joseph. He
graduated from the Baltimore
City College, and after attending
law school was admitted to the
Bar in 1909. In active practice
from that time until his death, a
total of 64 years, he was one of
the oldest members of the Bar.

Daniel C. Joseph

Mr. Joseph never married, but
was deeply devoted to the mem-
bers of his family, and shared a
large home for many years with
several of his brothers and sis-
ters on Cold Spring Lane, and
entertained there frequently.

Mr. Joseph was well respected
in the legal, business and politic-
al life of the City. A member of
the Maryland Legislature in the
1920’s, a former Traffic Court
Judge, and actively engaged in
an international law practice, he
was well known for his intelli-
gence, humor and integrity.
Although a man with a keen
sense of humor, who loved to tell
stories, he was also a person
with a rigorous sense of justice
and decorum. “I'm in the legal
profession, not in the law busi-
ness”, he frequently said. “A
lawyer should have common
sense, ought to have a general
knowledge, be a gentlemen and
conduct himself as an officer of
the Court.”

His first elective office was
membership in the Baltimore
City Council in 1915, but he had
previously served as Secretary to
the Speaker of the Maryland
House of Delegates in Annapolis.
After serving in the City Council
until 1919, he was elected to the
House of Delegates in 1920, and
served for a period of five years,
during which time he was also
Traffic Court Judge in Balti-
more, During his tenure in the
Maryland Legislature, he
achieved a reputation as a need-
-ler of the political machine and
the author of competent laws.
Later, Mr. Joseph was appointed
standing Commissioner to the
Law Courts of the Supreme
Bench of Baltimore City and
Law Commissioner for the Peo-
,ple’s Court, from 1933 until his
death, a period of forty years. He

was proud of the fact that none
of his decisions had ever been
reversed by any Judge.

Mr. Joseph practiced law with
his brother, Abram C. Joseph, a
distinguished and scholarly
member of the Bar, until his
death in 1960. Thereafter, Dan
Joseph continued his practice in
association with Calman A.
Levin and Milton B. Edelson,
with offices in the Fidelity
Building. Although he had been
active in trial practice in his
earlier years, his practice, in
later years, was largely in the
probate field. It was both exten-
sive and international in charac-
ter, including the representation
of the Estate of Gertrude Stein,
writer and art patroness who
lived most of her life in France,
as well as clients in Israel,
France and Ireland.

A dedicated traveler, Mr.
Joseph estimated that he had
made approximately forty trips
to Europe and two trips around
the world. His special love was
Ireland, which he described as
his “second home”. One of his
long standing and close friends
was the former Lord Mayor of
Dublin, the late Robert Briscoe,
who was the only Jew ever to
serve as Mayor. Mr. Joseph was
particularly proud of the fact
that as a Jew himself, he was an
active member of the Friendly
Sons of St. Patrick as well as the
Bnai Brith.

He was a raconteur and teller
of tales extraordinary and loved
to tell stories of the Bar in his
younger years and of political
figures in the City Council and
Legislature. Also, he was a mas-
ter of dialect stories, particularly
those using an Irish brogue.

Mr. Joseph and his brother,
Abram, were greatly interested
in the Bar Library of Baltimore
and both contributed funds for
the establishment of the Daniel
C. Joseph and the Abram C.
Joseph Shelf of History and
Biography. In addition, Dan
Joseph bequeathed a substantial
sum to the Enoch Pratt Library
to purchase books relating to
Maryland and U. S. politics. He
further provided for the gift of
his residence on Cold Spring
Lane to Loyola College for edu-
cational purposes, and created a
substantial trust to establish the
Daniel C. Joseph Memorial Fund
to provide assistance to needy
students and nursing trainees.

In 1972, shortly before his
death, Mr. Joseph published a
volume of a lawyer’s recollec-
tions, entitled “Send Me Up A
Blanket”, edited by Earl Arnett
of the Sunpapers. In an appendix
to the book is a report of an
interview given to Mr. Arnett in
which Mr. Joseph summed up
his philosophy of life in part as
follows: “Everybody has a right
to do anything he wants as long
as he doesn’t hurt anybody else
— the trouble is everybody tries
to mind other people’s business.
Nobody can tell me what to do. I
can do as I damn please. After
all (referring to life), it's a joke.”

Thurgood’'s Own Man

By Denton L. Watson

Richard Kluger in Simple Jus-
tice provides Odel Payne’s “clear
picture” reminiscences of Thur-
good Marshall. Her husband, the
Rev. AJ. Payne, was pastor of
the Enon Baptist Church in
West Baltimore for more than 50
years.

He early ‘established his love
for scholarship. From Lincoln
University in Pennsylvania he
went to Howard University Law
School, where he immediately
came under the influence of
Charles Houston, an eminent
legal scholar who was in the
process of revamping the institu-
tion. Houston, or “old iron
pants,” as Marshall nicknamed
him, became not only his model
in school but also his mentor
when he embarked upon a career
of civil rights activism as special
counsel of the National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Col-
ored People.

Prior to beginning his historic-
al work with the NAACP, Mar-
shall began testing and honing
his skills as a legal in-fighter
here in Baltimore. Working
through the local NAACP
branch, he launched this strug-
gle to equalize black teachers’

pay scales with whites’ by suing
the state board of education in a
case involving Anne Arundel
County.

From an initial setback, Mar-
shall rebounded and won a rul-
ing a few months later in 1939
which provided the NAACP with
its first victory in this struggle.
With the teachers pay-
equalization fight also extended
throughout the South, Marshall
won a- U.S. Supreme Court rul-
ing in 1940 in the Alston case
against the Norfolk school board,
which in effect outlawed pay
discrimination against black
teachers across the country.

There were many other Sup-
reme Court victories in his
career. But even though he is
noted for his legal achievements,
Thurgood Marshall performed
mightily in other areas of the
civil rights struggle. Within the
NAACP archives, his struggles
to end discrimination in the
Armed Services are well estab-
lished.

Nevertheless, no victory was
as great as the Supreme Court’s
1954 landmark ruling in Brown
v. Board of Education. Said the
court:

In seventeen states and the District of
Columbia, lawyers and legislators are

A
Proven
Record
of
service

“We conclude that in the field
of public education the doctrine
of ‘separate but equal’ has no
place. Separate educational facil-
ities are inherently unequal.
Therefore, we hold that the
plaintiffy and others similarly
situated from whom the actions
have been brought are, by
reason of the segregation com-
plained of, deprived of the equal
protection of the laws guaran-
teed by the Fourteenth Amend-
ment.”

Marshall’s genius was his abil-
ity to develop and execute legal
strategy. He certainly did not
alone conceive, develop and ex-
ecute the strategy that led to the
Brown victory. Instead, he mo-
bilized and drew upon some of
the best legal minds in the na-
tion as he painstakingly con-
structed the strategy that cul-
minated in Brown.

Several years later, speaking
from the new vantage point of
U.S. Solicitor General, he ex-
plained his philosophy within its
historical context. Law, he said,
“cannot respond to social change
but can initiate it.” Furth-
ermore, lawyers, “through their
everyday work in the courts,
may become social reformers.”

That represented Thurgood
Marshall’s succinct testimonial.
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The University
Of Maryland
School Of Law

By James W. Almand, Esq.

Former Assistant Dean

The early years of the Univer-
sity of Maryland School of Law,
one of the oldest law schools in

“Formal legal education was a

new, uncharted adventure . . .

more than a refined form of
office apprenticeship training.
Formal legal education was,
therefore, a new, uncharted
adventure when Hoffman began
his work under the auspices of
the College of Medicine of Mary-
land.

Recognizing that “In America
alone, the student of the most
learned and abstruse profession,
was left to his own insulated and

the United States, were clearly
dominated by a young Baltimore
attorney named David Hoffman,
an energetic legal scholar whose
views on legal education were
far in advance of his time.

Soon after the Maryland Gen-
eral Assembly authorized the
College of Medicine of Maryland
to “constitute, appoint, and
annex to itself” a faculty of law
in 1812, Hoffman was appointed
to that faculty with six other
lawyers; three years later he was
selected to be the first professor
of law. Hoffman devoted sub-
stantial portions of his time dur-
ing the subsequent 13 years to
the development of a curriculum
and method for the study of law.
The importance and difficulty of
this task can be appreciated only
by reviewing the status of legal
education in America in the late
eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries.

"Reading the law” under the
supervision of a practicing attor-
néy was the predominant
method for becoming a lawyer.
Young men aspiring to be
lawyers would associate them-
selves with a member of the
profession and, under his gui-
dance, copy legal documents,
serve process papers, follow
court proceedings and study the
writings of legal giants such as
Sir William Blackstone.
Although this system produced
some excellent lawyers, it had
its drawbacks, most importantly
its uncontrolled dependence on
the abilities and skills of the
individual attorneys supervising
these legal apprentices.

This country’s first recognized
law school, Litchfield, was estab-
lished in Connecticut in 1784.
Litchfield enjoyed enormous
popularity during the nearly 50
years it existed, and it educated
over 1,000 persons, many of
whom went on to become nation-
al leaders in the nineteenth cen-
tury. During this period formal
legal instruction was budding
also at a few of the established
universities and colleges, e.g.,
William and Mary (1779), Col-
lege of Philadelphia (1790), Col-
umbia (1794) and Harvard
(1817); however, these institu-
tions merely established the
position of professor of law and
made legal education part of the
broad scheme of liberal educa-
tion. Lectures based upon Black-
stone’s Commentaries, the lead-
ing legal treatise, were aug-
mented by assigned readings,
thus making the program little

isted efforts,” Hoffman’s
first order of business was de-
velopment of a curriculum and
method of formal law study, a
task which ultimately brought
him praise and recognition from
leading lawyers and jurists of
the day. In- 1817, Hoffman pub-
lished his "grand design for legal
education.” Addressed to stu-
dents of law in the US., A
Course of Legal Study is essen-
tially a well-organized 383-page
recommended reading list inter-
spersed with Hoffman’s thoughts
on the topics covered as well as
the thoughts of others.

Hoffman’s book was an
attempt to replace madness with
method. In the introduction he
notes that “much time and
labour are undoubtedly . . .
thrown away” by students study-
ing law in a haphazard manner.
Accordingly, "it was the design
of the author, in the following
Course of Legal Study, to re-
claim the time and labour thus
often and unprofitably expended,
by selecting what was valuable
in legal learning, and so arrang-
ing, as best to adapt it to the
complete and ready comprehen-
sion of the student.” A Course of
Legal Study is organized into 13
separate topics, or titles, embrac-
ing “as much of this widely ex-
tended science as an individual
should aspire to attain.” Among
the subjects included are moral
and political philosophy, the law
of equity, the law of nations, the
civil or Roman Law, the Consti-
tution and laws of the U.S. and
political economy. Under each
title are listed recommended
published works followed by
“notes” on the selected publica-
tions and the subject matter gen-
erally. Not one to forget the
practicalities of being a student,
Hoffman also included in his
book a section on how to take
notes and keep a notebook: “. . .
there is no auxiliary so powerful,
or so durably advantageous as
noting, when properly reg-
ulated.”

Hoffman's Course of Legal
Study was favorably received by
legal authorities throughout the
country. A 33-page critique in
the North American Review cal-
led Hoffman’s book "by far the
most perfect system for the study
of law which has ever been
offered to the public — a model
for the direction of students.”
U.S. Supreme Court Chief Jus-
tice John Marshall opined that it
was “calculated to elevate and
dignify the profession,” while
Supreme Court Justice Joseph

2

Story proneunced Hoffman’s
work “an honour to our tountry.”
Unfortunately, Hoffman’s course
was an ideal and impractical one
which would require six or seven
years to accomplish, twice the
amount of time allotted to the
pursuit of a legal education to-
day. “The Course, we acknow-
ledge, is extensive but can be
accomplished, we compute, in six
years, making every allowance
for other necessary reading. This
may appear to some a very long
period, but the student should
bear in mind the extent, difficul-
ty, and importance of the scien-
ce, and how necessary it is to.
treasure up an ample fund of
knowledge before he becomes en-
gaged in practice, after which he

" will scarce be able to pursue any

study with perseverance or
method.” i

In 1821, Hoffman embedied
this extensive course in a Sylla-
bus of a Course of Lectures on
Law Proposed to Be Delivered in
the University of Maryland. This
presentation was to include 301
lectures “embracing every title
known to the great body of law.”
Gradually Hoffman began to
realize the impracticability of
the energetic plan which he had
outlined in his Course of Legal
Study in 1817 and his Syllabus
in 1821. In 1824, he said his
course “will require two years in
its delivery, allowing a daily
lecture for 10 months in each
year.” This projection brought
his course more in line with the
others being given, including the
one at Litchfield.

Despite completion of this uni-
que course of study, Hoffman’s
school did not open its doors to
students immediately. Hoffman
was anxious to start instruction,
but he faced keen competition
from Judge Walter Dorsey’s
flourishing private practice “law
school” in Baltimore. Judge
Dorsey had attracted a large
number of young men who “read
law” under his supervision, and
Hoffman’s new school was forced
to delay opening until after
Judge Dorsey’s death in 1823.

In July 1824, a circular enti-
tled “An Address to Students of
Law in the U.S.” announced that
instruction would be “com-
menced in the fall” at the school
which Hoffman had dubbed the
“Maryland Law Institute.” This
circular noted that "the estab-
lishment has been opened in a

located at Eutaw and Lexingt
aminations; union of practical
with theoretical knowledge; oral
and written discussions of legal
subjects; frequent presentation
of questions vexatae, and resort
to an extensive library in every
department of legal science and
general knowledge.” .

As promised, the Maryland
Law Institute got underway in
1824 with a small student body
attending Hoffman’s lectures in
the late afternoon. The fee was
set at $100 for lectures five days
a week for at least four months,
library privileges, private ex-
aminations and “office accommo-
dations.” Although there are no
records extant showing the num-

‘ber of students enrolled during

this period, at best only about 30
students attended lectures at
any one time, and it appears
that Hoffman’s vision and hopes
for the institute were greater
than reality. The school re-

Faculty of the Law School of the University of Maryland when it was
Streets.

law. He also took an active part
in the affairs of the university
and his involvement ultimately
led to his leaving Baltimore and
the Maryland Law Institute,
which he claimed cost him
$20,000 of his own money. By
1826, the state had assumed con-
trol of the University of Mary-
land, and during the ensuing
years Hoffman apparently lock-
ed horns with the trustees on
various matters. Finally, in 1833
the trustees sued Hoffman for
recovery of library books .and
furniture in Hoffman’s posses-
sion which the trustees said be-
longed to the university. Confu-
sion surrounds what really
occurred for after suit was filed.
Apparently Hoffman departed
for Europe soon thereafter, thus
terminating his association with
the product of his 20-year cam-
paign in legal education.

Despite Hoffman’s departure

mained in operation for approxi-
mately nine years, attracting
students from 11 states of the
union and two foreign countries,
according to one source; there is
no record of whether any degrees
were given. Apparently the low
enrollment was related to Hoff-
man’s decision to publish his
lectures.. A student could pro-
gress on his own using Hoffman’s

spacious and commeodious build-
ing in South, near Market Street

in this city, the apartments of

which have been handsomely fit-
ted up, and arranged in every

llent guide and published
lectures without attending or
paying for classes at the school.

-1t is interesting to note that the

lectures delivered at Litchfield,
the prosperous Connecticut law

respect for the dation of
students.”

Furthermore, Hoffman's circu-
lar included a sy of the

chool mentioned earlier, were
not published. The two geniuses
behind Litchfield jealously

advantages of his institution: it
offered “a course of methodical
study adapted to the students’
progress, and their separate
views in regard to the place in
which they design to practice
their profession; colloquial ex-

guarded their system of lectures,
apparently with the knowledge
that publication would diminish
the interest in and importance of
the school, as happened at Hoff-
man’s institute.

Hoffman did not confine his
interest and energy to teaching

from the institute, an enlarged
two-volume edition of his Course
of Legal Study was published in
Baltimore in 1836. In addition to
topics covered in the first edi-
tion, the second edition contains
new topics such as legal biogra-
phy and bibliography, forensic
eloquence and oratory, and legal
reviews, essays, journals and
magazines. Also included in the
second edition are a “prayer be-
fore the study of law” and 30
student resolutions which advise
students (among other things) to
have a scheme of life and study,
live temperately, rise early,
guard the mind from idle
thoughts and sensual images
and to avoid intimate association
with young men of doubtful prin-
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time my health perfectly res-
tored, and with it no abatement
whatever of my zeal and devo-
tion to that great science which
in this country of all others
needs to be methodically and
carefully studied, and seeking,
moreover, industrious and con-
tinuous occupation so essential
to happiness in a land that
knows of no idlers, I resolved to
re-establish the Law Institution,
and have selected Philadelphia
as the place of its location.” This
project apparently lasted only a
few years. Hoffman died from a
stroke in 1854, one month and a
half before his seventieth
birthday.

Law School Revival

Following Hoffman’s depar-
ture from the Maryland Law
Institute, no attempt was made
to resume the lectures or to fill
his place on the faculty, probably
due to the lack of student in-
terest. The school lay dormant
until 1869 when it was revived
upon the initiative of a professor
on the university’s faculty of
physic. From the original law
faculty two men remained. One
of them, George W. Dobbin, was
named dean, new faculty
appointments were made and
classes were resumed on the first
Monday in February 1870.
Twenty students attended lec-
tures delivered in a room of the
old arts and science building
(most of which was rented out as
a warehouse) on Mulberry
Street. The first academic year
of the two-year course lasted
only four months but the second
year ran from October to June.

Two former judges presented
the material at the law school.
Professors Robert N. Martin and
John A. Inglis lectured on alter-
nate weekdays, and Saturday
mornings they took turns presid-
ing over moot court in which
students argued hypothetical
cases. In addition to moot court
and lectures, students at the law
school were required to read
three or four textbooks and visit
various courts in Baltimore.

The revived school’s first com-
mencement was held in June
1871 at the U.S. courthouse. Six
students graduated and were
admitted to the bar, the court
agreeing to waive the perfunc-
tory examination.

From this new beginning, the
school grew steadily. By 1879, it
had two classes, a junior class
with 41 students and a senior
class of 28 students, 26 of whom
graduated in May 1880. These
students attended lectures pre-
sented by four distinguished
members of the profession on
various subjects such as mercan-
tile law, torts, pleading and
practice, evidence, international
law, contracts and property. Tui-
tion was $50 for four months of
instruction, the school year run-
ning from October through May;
weekly board in the city cost
between $4 and $10, according to
the school catalog then pub-
lished.

In 1884, the law school moved
from its home on Mulberry
Street to a church-like structure

on Greene Street in the front
yard of the medical school, thus
bringing together the schools of
medicine, dentistry and law.
Also in that year a third student
class was added. Although a stu-
dent could graduate in one year,
most took at least two years,
while three years was the recom-
mended period of study.

The dean at this time was
John Prentiss Poe, an attorney
who had joined the faculty when
the school first reopened. A gra-
duate of Princeton, Poe read law
under his father’s supervision
before being admitted to practice
in Baltimore in 1857. In 1880,
Poe published a widely used two-
volume textbook entitled Plead-
ing and Practice in Courts of
Common Law. Poe’s book and
reputation brought attention to
the school much as Hoffman’s
Course of Study had 60 years
earlier, and attracted an increas-
ing number of students from out-
side Baltimore and the State of
Maryland.

Poe was a man of enormous
energy, and the law school re-
quired only a small part of it. He
was active in politics, holding
several elective offices during
his tenure at the law school,
including the position of State
Attorney General. Through these
positions, and as leader of Mary-
land’s Democratic party, Poe
gained many enemies who iden-
tified the law school with his
conservative views. Liberal
Democrats and Republicans
joined together against Poe and,
in 1890, the Baltimore Universi-
ty School of Law was established
as part of an attempt by Poe’s
political enemies to break his
conservative control of the state.
In 1900, part of the faculty of
this new law school broke away
and founded another institution,
the Baltimore Law School.
Eleven years later these two
schools consolidated, and in 1913
merged with the University of
Maryland School of Law, thus
making Baltimore a one law
school city once again.

During the late nineteenth
century, the University of Mary-
land Law School had seven pro-
fessors lecturing approximately
100 students. Lectures were held
in the late afternoon, Monday
through Friday. Law school was
a part-time pursuit of the stu-
dents, most of whom worked dur-

. ing the day (some in law offices)

and part-time employment for
the faculty, the majority of
whom were practicing attorneys
or sitting judges. A full course of
study was said to extend over
three years; however, it was pos-
sible for students to complete the
work in less time. The 1890
catalog notes that “Graduates of
the Law Department of the Uni-
versity of Maryland are admit-
ted to practice in the Maryland
Courts on presentation of their
diplomas and without examina-
tion.”

Twentieth Century Growth

When Poe died in October
1909, the law school had an
enrollment of over 200 students
and a faculty composed of 12
leaders of the Baltimore bar.

Poe’s place as dean was assumed
by a graduate of the school and a
longtime faculty member, Henry
D. Harlan, who served in that
capacity until 1931. Harlan, who
sensed a need for the school to
strengthen and modernize itself,
led the scho¢l through a number
of changes: a full-time day divi-
sion having a three-year course
of instruction was created, the
evening program was expanded
to four years, full-time instruc-
tors were employed, the curricu-
lum was reorganized, the library
collection was increased, and
admission standards were tight-
ened. In 1930, the law school
received approval from the
American Bar Association,
which had established standards
for law schools in 1921.

In 1931, the law school moved
to a new three-story building of
colonial design at the corner of
‘Redwood and Greene Streets.
Costing approximately $200,000,
the building included a students’
lounge, four classrooms, a prac-
tice courtroom, private offices for
the faculty, and a library with a
stack space for 50,000 volumes.
Also in the 1930’s, the school
received membership in the
Association of American Law
Schools, obtained a chapter of
the national law honor society,
Order of the Coif, and estab-
lished the Maryland Law Re-
view, a scholarly legal publica-
tion produced quarterly.

Establishment of the Law Re-
view, made possible by “gener-
ous grants of financial assist-
ance” from the state and city bar
associations, was said to be the
realization of a long-felt desire
for a legal .journal devoted to
Maryland law and matters of
interest to Maryland lawyers.
Each issue of the review con-
tained four sections: “Leading
Articles” — signed essays discus-
sing definite areas of the law or
specific legal problems; “Edito-
rial Matter” — announcements,
news of the bar association and
law school; “Casenotes and Com-
ments” — notes on recent or
leading Maryland or Federal
cases; and “Book Review” — re-
views of books concerning Mary-
land law and subjects interesting
to lawyers. Today’s Law Review
differs little from the volumes
first published. The “editorial”
section has been eliminated and
the number of total pages per
volume increased. Also, today’s
Law Review is governed and pro-
duced by a student editorial
board whereas in earlier years
the faculty controlled the review
with limited student assistance.

In the thirties, enrollment at
the law school hovered around
230 students, with the evening
division usually comprised of
more students than the day divi-
sion. Approximately 85 students
formed the entering class each
year: 50 in the evening division,
35 in day. Although 95 per cent
of the students were from Balti-
more or one of the Maryland
counties, the majority of them
did not come from the University
of Maryland at College Park. For
instance, of the student body in
1938, 20 per cent came from the

University of Maryland while
the other 80 per cent had
attended 55 other colleges and
universities throughout the
country, thus showing surprising
diversity of educational back-
grounds which continues today.
In 1931, Henry Harlan turned
the deanship over to a 36-year-
old member of the faculty, Roger
Howell, who had graduated from
the University of Maryland Law
School in 1917. Dean Howell’s
leadership steadied and streng-
thened the school as it continued
to grow. Upon his retirement in
1962, the school’'s enrollment
was just under 500 students,
approximately twice the number
when he assumed the deanship
in 1931, thus making it the 26th
largest law school among those
approved in the country. During
Dean Howell’s tenure, the curri-
culum was enlarged by the addi-
tion of elective courses reflecting
contemporary legal concerns
such as land use controls and
medical-legal problems. Also cli-
nical education at the University
of Maryland Law School began
during this time with a program
which permitted students to
earn course credit for work with
the Baltimore Legal Aid Bureau.
The enrichment of the curricu-
lum and growth of the school
under Dean Howell’s tenure has
continued under the able leader-
ship of his successors, William P.
Cunningham, who served as
dean from 1962 to 1975, and
Michael J. Kelly, the present
dean. Since 1962, enrollment has
increased by approximately 275
students, mostly in the day divi-
sion where the student body
numbers approximately 500. The
faculty has grown, too. Although
the majority of the 50 instructors
teach full-time, the school con-
tinues to attract leading mem-
bers of the bench and bar to

This is a picture of the guests at the dinner given by Edgar G. Miller,

teach late afternoon and evening
classes as was done 100 years
ago.

The curriculum still includes
many of the subjects covered by
David Hoffman; however, it has
been enlarged to reflect the
needs and problems of the twen-
tieth century and the demands of
the profession. Contemporary
courses in social welfare law,
political and civil rights, women
in the law and mass communica-
tions law, to name but a few, are
now offered along with basics
such as contracts, torts, property
and evidence. The clinical prog-
ram initiated when Roger
Howell was dean has been en-
larged. Students now have an
opportunity to “practice law” (in
a supervised setting) by defend-
ing juveniles, fighting for and
protecting the rights of the
handicapped and providing civil
legal assistance to the indigent.
In addition, several courses, such
as trial tactics and counseling
and negotiation, enable students
to develop and polish basic pro-
fessional skills through practical
exercises which are recorded on
videotape for later review and
critique.

Today’s law school at the Uni-
versity of Maryland is stronger
and more active than at any
time in its 160-year history.
Though it has gone through
myriad changes since 1816, its
basic purpose has remained the
same: to produce lawyers, whose
vocation is, according to David
Hoffman, “the protection of the °
injured and the innceot; the
defense of the weak and the
poor, the conservation of the

rights and property of the
citizen, and the vigorous mainte-
nance of the legitimate and
wholesome powers of govern-
ment.”

%

Jr., on May 28, 1926, at his residence, Charles Street and Lake Avenue,
to celebrate the 40th anniversary of the graduation of the Class of 1886
of the Law School of the University of Maryland. A star (*) next to

certain tes a b

of the class; the others were members
of the faculty and administration.

First row — (L-R) Edwin G. Baetjer, Joseph France, Herbert T. Tiffany,
Charles A. Boston,* George G. Carey, Jr.,* Ralph Robinson, Charles
McHenry Howard, Chief Judge Henry D. Harlan.

Second row — (L-R) William P. Lyons, Chief Judge Carroll T. Bond,
Attorney General Thomas H. Robinson, Edgar G. Miller, Jr.,* D. K.

Este Fisher, John L. G. Lee.

Third row — (L-R) Judge John C. Rose, General Lawrason Riggs,*
Judge T. Scott Offutt, Leigh Bonsal,* Herbert M. Brune, Daniel K.
Randall, Edward M. Rich, Randolph Barton, Jr.

Fourth row — (L-R) J. Briscoe Bunting,* John D. Hawkins,* George
Dobbin Penniman,* Richard H. Pleasants, Robert Crain,* Chief Judge

James P. Gorter.
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A Brief History Of The
University Of Baltimore

by James F. Schneider

For as many years as there
has been a University of Balti-
more, there has been a Universi-
ty of Baltimore School of Law.
The law school and a business
school were founded together in
the summer of 1925 to fill a
widespread public demand for
quality professional education.

University of Baltimore
Founded, 1925

The establishment of the Uni-
versity came in response to ac-
tions taken by already-existing
institutions of higher education
in the Baltimore area. In the
middle 1920’s, the University of
Maryland lengthened its even-
ing law program to four years
and began to require two years
of college as a prerequisite to
law school; Johns Hopkins added
two years to its Commerce
School course. Rising standards
of admission meant that many
competent people would be pre-
vented from obtaining a legal or
business education.

These changes seemed entirely
unnecessary at a time when the
only requirements for admission
to the bar were a high school
diploma and a law degree; many
practical members of the legal
and business communities re-
fused to accept the changes.

A meeting of indignant
citizens was called in June 1925
at thawlniversity Club at
Charles and Madison Streets by
Dr. Maynard A. Clemens (1879-
1961), an innovative leader of
higher education in Maryland
who had already founded the
Baltimore College of Commerce,
and the College of Commerce at
the University of Maryland, and
who would in the future found
Eastern College (1928) and the
Mount Vernon School of Law
(1935), to decide what should be
done. Among others at the meet-
ing were Eugene A. Edgett,
Assistant State’s Attorney for
Baltimore City; Clarence W.
Miles, Peoples Counsel; and
Howell A. King, then associated
with the School of Business
Administration at the Universi-
ty of Maryland. A decision was
reached to found the University
of Baltimore to satisfy the need
for a downtown law and business
school where young men and
women could receive a practical
education without frills and
their resultant expense. In Au-
gust 1925, the University was
granted its corporate charter by
the State of Maryland.

Charles W. Heuisler (pro-
nounced “hice-ler”), the 70-year
old Judge who had retired from
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City the previous November,
agreed to serve as the first Dean
of the law school. A law faculty
of competent career lawyers who
could teach in the évenings was
constructed.

The Early Days
The first location chosen for

the school was on the southeast
corner of St. Paul Street and
Mount Vernon Place. The first
classes of the University of Balt-
imore began there on October 1,
1925, for sixty-two law students
and one hundred fourteen busi-
ness students. Louis M. Lasky,
the University’s first registrar,
wrote in later years: "It is not
attempting to be figurative in
speech when we say that the
first few students who matricu-
lated at this University actually
had no other way for filling in
their transcripts than by placing
these papers against the wall
and filling them out. This situa-
tion arose as a result of the fact
that the school equipment had
been delayed in reaching the
University.”

The first class of 38 law stu-
dents was graduated from the
3-year evening program in 1928,
just in time for the school to be
accredited by the Maryland State
Department of Education. Even
though a college degree was not
then required by the school,
some of its first law graduates
were holders of a Bachelor’s De-
gree. An annex was opened at
St. Paul and Centre Streets to
accommodate the expanding stu-
dent body. And in 1929, the
former site of the Baltimore Col-
lege of Dental Surgery at 847 N.
Howard Street, now known to us
as “Howard Hall,” was purch-
ased and became the first perma-
nent site of the University of
Baltimore.

State Senator William Milnes
Maloy (1874-1949) became the
second Dean of the law school
upon the death of Judge Heuis-
ler in February 1929. An honor
society named in memory of the
late Dean, to comprise the top
ten per cent of each graduating
law class was established in
March 1932, and continues down
to this day, the highest honor
attainable by the law student.

Throughout the 1930’s, each
year the number of applicants
increased, despite the generally
hard times that followed the
Stock Market Crash of 1929.
Jobs were scarce, and the Uni-
versity established a non-profit
employment bureau as a De-
pression measure to aid students
in finding employment. Today,
we know it as the Placement
Office.

During the first 10 years of its
existence, the University of Balt-
imore had 3 Presidents: Dr.
Maynard A. Clemens, who was
probably the man most responsi-
ble for establishing the Universi-
ty of Baltimore, served as Acting
Chancellor until his resignation
in 1926; he was succeeded by Dr.
Wilbur F. Smith, who was
elected first President and
served until 1933; and finally,
Howell A. King, one of the ori-
ginal founders of the school
served as Acting President for
about 2 years. On its 10th
Anniversary in 1935, the Uni-

versity of Baltimore boasted of
nearly 1,000 graduates of its law
and business schools, some of
whom were foreign students
from China, Palestine and the
Carribean areas.

In the Fall of 1937, a 2-year
junior college program was be-
gun under the supervision of Dr.
Theodore Halbert Wilson (1885),
the University’s education advi-
sor, recently acquired from Har-
vard University. Dr. Wilson was
to serve nearly three years in
this capacity until the Board of
Trustees announced his election
as President in July 1940, after
the school had gone almost five
years without a President.

With the coming of World War
II, the University of Baltimore
offered courses designed to meet
the demands of the times, in-
cluding courses in aircraft en-
gineering, nurses’ training,
military pilot training, manage-
ment training in high priority
industries, and even a course on
the Japanese language.

In 1940, the law school began
offering a 2-year course toward a
Master of Laws Degree, graduat-
ing its first class of LL.M’s in
1942. The program continued up
until 1960, when it was discon-
tinued. In 1946, Dean Maloy
retired; Assistant Dean John H.
Hessey (1890-1979) became the
third Dean of the Law School.

The Campus

Post-war growth of the Uni-
versity prompted the purchase of
the former site of the Baltimore
Athletic Club in April 1947. The
building, now known as Charles
Hall, was built in 1904. Once
renovated, it provided needed
offices, classrooms and recrea-
tional areas. In 1952, the Uni-
versity purchased a 45-acre cam-
pus from St. Paul’s School for
Boys. The area became the cen-
ter of athletics at the University
of Baltimore.

The corner property adjacent
to Charles Hall was purchased
in 1959, and the 2-story struc-
ture already existing there was
enlarged to 4 stories. Completed
in August 1961, the new build-
ing housed the library, adminis-
trative offices and classrooms.
The Fall of 1961 saw the intro-
duction of the College of Liberal
Arts. With these accomplish-
ments, President Wilson retired
after more than 20 years of ser-
vice, and was succeeded by Wil-
mer DeHuff, former Principal of
the Baltimore Polytechnic Insti-
tute,

Movement toward
Accreditation

When the University of Balti-
more was first founded, national
accreditation did not seem too
important; the school fulfilled its
role as a place where employed
persons could get an education
and maintain their employment.
But in 40 years, ideas changed,
and the prestige attached to
accreditation could not be over-
looked. Accredited junior col-
leges were cropping up and be-
ginning to cut into the enroll-

ment. The mobility of the Amer-
ican population in the 1960’s
seemed to demand that one’s
educational degrees be recog-
nized outside of his home state.
Requirements for admission to
the bar were on the rise.

Dr. Thomas G. Pullen, former
head of the Maryland State De-
partment of Education, assumed
the Presidency of the University
in 1964, and the Board of Trus-
tees backed him up on a drive
toward accreditation.

In 1964, the University ac-
quired property on the corner of
Maryland Avenue and Oliver
Street for the site of a new
library. Completed in April
1966, at a cost of more than $2
million, the library was named
for R. Loran Langsdale, the last
surviving member of the original
Board of Trustees.

In the Spring of 1969, the
University purchased the former
site of Kelly Buick Motor Sales.
Built in 1906, the building was
designed by Clyde Friz, designer
of the Central Branch of the
Pratt Library and the Standard
Oil Building at Preston Gardens.
The northeast corner of Mary-
land and Mt. Royal Avenues was
acquired at the same time. “By
1980,” Dr. Pullen predicted,
“this entire section of the city
could be one of the state’s largest
and most vital cultural and edu-
cational centers.” Renovation of
the Kelly Building, now known
as the “Academic Center,” was
completed in time for Fall 1971
classes and a visitation by an
accreditation team from the Mid-
dle Atlantic States Association
and the American Bar Associa-
tion.

The undergraduate school
petitioned for regional accredita-
tion and became a recognized
candidate for approval in Decem-
ber 1967. On December 5, 1971
the University of Baltimore was
elected to membership in the
Middle States Association of Col-
leges and Secondary Schools. In
the interval between these
events, Dr. Pullen had retired as
President and was succeeded by
Dr. H. Mebane Turner, former
Provost of the University. The
friends of the University were
saddened by the death of “Dr.
Tom” in November 1979. We are
proud that his vital leadership
has been carried forward by his
highly-regarded suceessor.

On July 1, 1969, Joseph Cur-
tis, Dean of the Marshall-Wythe
School of Law at the College of
William and Mary, took office as
the first full-time Dean of the
Law School. That Fall, the pros-
pects of A.B.A. approval were
enhanced with the additions of:
the first full®time faculty, in the
persons of Dean Curtis and Pro-
fessors Royal G. Shannonhouse
III and Barry S. Berger; a 3 year
day law program and the exten-
sion of the evening law program
from 3 to 4 years; the establish-
ment of Moot Court, Law Review
and a law student newspaper,
The Forum; introduction of in-
ternships; and the founding of

the Student Bar Associations for
both day and evening students.
In September 1970, the Univer-
sity of Baltimore merged with
the Mount Vernon School of Law
and its parent institution, the
Eastern College. Our faculty was
augmented that year with the
addition of Dean Julius Isaacson
and President A. Risley Ensor, of
Mount Vernon and Professors
Richard A. Buddeke, Harold D.
Cunningham, Thomas J. Holton
and Stuart S. Malawer. The fol-
lowing year, Professors Herbert
N. Bernhardt, Eugene J. David-
son and Malcolm F. Steele joined
the teaching staff. On August
17, 1972, the Law School re-
ceived the provisional approval
of the American Bar Association.
Final A.B.A. accreditation is
anticipated upon the completion
of the new law building now
under construction on Mount
Royal Avenue.

In Recent Years

In 1974 the University of Balt-
imore became "a public institu-
tion when it joined the State
system of higher education. In
1978, after nine years as Dean
and with an eviable record of
accomplishments, Joseph Curtis
retired to return to the clas-
sroom as Professor. As a token of
the respect and admiration in
which he is universally held by
his students and the administra-
tion, the first chair to be en-
dowed in the Law School was
established in his name.

. The sadness which greeted
Dean Curtis’ retirement was les-
sened by the appointment of a
worthy successor. Laurence M.
Katz, Assistant Dean at the Uni-

versity of Maryland, took office

as Dean on July 1, 1978. Under
his energetic leadership, the
Law School continues to progress

‘in new directions in teaching

and administration.

Today the University of Balti-
more continues to fulfill its pur-
pose of providing quality educa-
tion in law, business and liberal
arts. It has furnished this City
and State with leaders in every
field of endeavor. Those of us
who have passed through its
doors share a continuing pride in
its achievements. We salute Dr.
Turner and Dean Katz for their
efforts. We applaud the work of a
vital Alumni Association led by
President William Knobloch and
Secretary Ava M. Johnston, and
by countless others too numer-
ous to list. Not the least of their
efforts are fundraising activities
directed by Sheldon Caplis, Jan
Temkiewisc and Marcella Kies-
ler. To all of them and their
predecessors, we extend our
heartfelt thanks and congratula-
tions! They make me proud to
claim my membership in the
ever-growing multitude of alum-
ni of the University of Balti-
more!

(Mr. Schneider, Master in Chan-
cery and the Historian of the
Supreme Bench of Baltimore
City, was first President of the
Student Bar Association, 1970-
72)
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EXCERPTS FROM educational institutions to avail H 3 :
“A HISTORY OF THE EASTERN COLLEGE OF COMMERCE themselves of studies and sub- The Unlvemlty Of B altlmore
AND LAW, sistence checks which were

PARTICULARLY OF THE MOUNT VERNON SCHOOL OF LAW”

by

DR. MAYNARD A. CLEMENS, M.A,, Litt. D.

[Dr. Clemens was the founder of Eastern College and the Mount
Vernon School of Law, as well as the University of Baltimore, the
Baltimore College of Commerce, and the University of Maryland
School of Commerce. He died in 1961.]

“. . . I received a letter from
Mr. Edmond S. Donaho, Presi-
dent of Strayer College, request-
ing me to call at his office . .-.
[Hle told me that he intended to
consolidate the Bryant and
Stratton College with the
Strayer College and that he
would like to establish a depart-
ment of Accounting and Busi-
ness Administration. Knowing
that I had experience in organiz-
ing the College of Commerce at
the Y.M.C.A., the College of
Commerce at the University of
Maryland, and the University of
Baltimore, he invited me to
organize and direct this new de-
partment . . . I started in Au-
gust, 1928 to organize a course
in Accounting with both day and
evening classes . . . That first
session, the enrollment num-
bered 56 students.

“If I ever have an enemy, I can
wish for him no more fitting
punishment than that of trying
to organize a school and make it
a success . . . Such a task re-
quired, I found, constant applica-
tion, day and night, practically
seven days a week. To try to
overcome the popular prejudice
against the teaching of account-
ing in a business college, I
changed the name of our depart-
ment to that of the Maryland
School of Accounting. Although
it was up-hill work, we did in-
crease the enrollment in 1929-30
to 130 students; in 1930-31 to
190 students, and in 1933-34 to
203 students. Many new
teachers joined the faculty,
among whom were Messrs.
Julius Levy, Julius Isaacson,
Philip Margolis, O. Wayne Bak-
er, Philip Fry, Morris Fedder,
John H. Croker, and Bromley
Smith.

“In 1935, I proposed to a group
of lawyers that we establish a
law school. The suggestion met
with a favorable response.
Accordingly, Mr. Margolis con-
ferred with Mr. Donaho to get
his consent. Mr. Peter Peck out-
lined a course of study and
helped organize the faculty. Mr.
Isaacson drew up papers for the
incorporation, making no charge
for his services, with the result
that a new educational institu-
tion, the Eastern University,
was created with two depart-
ments: The Maryland School of
Accounting and the Mount Ver-
non School of Law. This latter
name was suggested by Mr. Wil-
liam F. Laukaitis, who was then
serving as an Associate Judge of
the Traffic Court and who
agreed to instruct the class of
Criminal Law. [The] Hon. Wil-
liam F. Broening, former Mayor
of Baltimore, accepted the posi-
tion of Dean of the new School of
Law. Several well-knbwn
lawyers joined the faculty; viz.,

Messrs. Daniel Sullivan, who
succeeded Mr. Broening as Dean;
A. Risley Ensor, who upon the
death of Mr. Sullivan, became
Dean and later still, President of
the College; Paul Schmidt,
Arthur R. Padgett, Tom Kenney,
and Stewart Lee Smith, Assis-
tant State’s Attorney
[Julius Isaacson, whose name is
synonymous with the school, was
its last Dean.]

“. . . To attract the attention
of the peaple of Baltimore to the
new institution, we published
full-page advertisements in the
newspapers . . . To climax the
promotional campaign, we
arranged a big mass-meeting
which was held in the Auditor-
ium of the Peabody Institute.
Mr. Dale Carnegie, whom I had
aided back in 1912 to get started
as a teacher of Public Speaking,
came down from New York and
delivered his lecture, “How to
Win Friends and Influence Peo-
ple,” which he subsequently ex-
panded into a book — one of the
best sellers in the country.

“. . . In November or Decem-
ber, 1935, the State Board of
Education approved our applica-
tion and permitted us to proceed
tentatively with the understand-
ing that if an adequate law lib-
rary were' obtained, the State
Superintendent, Mr. Albert S.
Cook, would authorize the Law
School to confer the degree of
Bachelor of Laws. To [the] Hon.
William F. Broening, the new
Dean, goes full credit for this
achievement . . .

“The enrollment of the East-
ern University grew steadily
year after year and in 1940, the
total reached 455 students . . .
Warning rumbles of war began
to be heard [by] 1941. More and
more of the students and a few of
the instructors were drafted into
the Service, leaving gaps in the
classes which could not be filled.
Finally, after Pear! Harbor, war
broke with all its fury. Nearly
everything in business and in-
dustry and in our institution
were dropped to contribute full
energy to the war effort. The
Day Classes and the Law School
were suspended . . . The enroll-
ment shrank during those awful
years to 95 students.

“With the close of the war,
hundreds of ex-service men and
women flocked to the various

guaranteed by the G.I. Bill of
Rights. Over 100 students were
registered in our Day School. In
connection with a revival of our
Law School, a new problem arose
— a satisfactory and approved
Pre-Law Course. This was made
necessary by an Act of the legisl-
ature, which was passed just
about the time of the outbreak of
the war and which raised the
standards of legal instruction.
This made at least two years of
College instruction necessary as
a prerequisite for those who
wished to study law. Mr. Ensor,
accordingly, besought the Legis-
lative Council to introduce a bill
in the General Assembly, assur-
ing the Eastern University of
the privilege of conducting a
Pre-Law Course. Upon its pas-
sage, Dr. Pullen, State Superin-
tendent of Education, approved,
and the Law School established
a Pre-Law Course. This practic-
ally guaranteed the success of
the Mount Vernon School of
Law. To gain this advantage, the
Board of Trustees agreed in 1948
to change the name, Eastern
University, to Eastern College of
Commerce and Law . . .

“In concluding this brief his-
tory, I do not believe that the
present students can understand
nor properly evaluate the
tremendous effort which has
been expended in trying to cre-
ate this institution and bring it
to the present stage of develop-
ment. Starting with nothing and
materializing something out of
thin air is a trick worthy of a
conjurer or one possessing great
faith.

“In retrospect, one wonders
whether it has been worthwhile.
But when one contemplates the
actual accomplishments in
changed lives and improved hu-
man welfare, the answer to the
doubts and questions stands out
like the golden harvest moon on
a cloudless night. . . .”

CONCLUSION

Beginning in 1958, Associate
Degrees were offered in Liberal
Arts, Accounting, and Business
Administration. In 1965, the lat-
ter two programs were expanded
into full four-year baccalaureate
programs, and the first Bachelor
of Science degrees were confer-
red in June of 1967. In March
1970, the School of Law was
authorized to grant Juris Doctor
degrees at its June commence-
ment.

On September 1, 1970, East-
ern College and the Mount Ver-

non School of Law merged with
the University of Baltimore.

School of Law — 1980

by Laurence M. Katz, Dean

The University of Baltimore
School of Law will take perhaps
its longest stride forward upon
completion of a new $7.2 million
building, less than two years
from now.

The 106,000 square-foot struc-
ture will not only further en-
hance the blossoming Mount
Royal area, but will have a
genuinely positive effect on the
law school’s educational prog-
ram. For the first time, students,
faculty members, administrative
officers and the library will be
brought together under one roof,
thereby avoiding the physical
and psychological impediments
caused by the current hodge-
podge of offices and classrooms.

Besides expanded space for lib-
rary materials, there will be
room for computer terminals and
a variety of audio-visual equip-
ment, adequate classroom space
for both traditional academic
courses and innovative clinical
programs, and office space for an
enlarged, full-time faculty.

In addition, completion of the
building should be the final step
toward gaining unqualified
approval from the American Bar
Association; pending occupancy,
the University of Baltimore
School of Law is currently under
provisional accreditation.

Our faculty is now virtually at
peak strength. The University of
Baltimore School of Law was one
of the few in the country able
significantly to increase its
teaching staff over the past few
years; it has thus been in a
position to take happy advan-
tage of a buyer’s market, secur-
ing a good number of talented
young professors to complement
an already fine senior faculty. In
the coming year there will be
thirty-four full-time faculty
members and twenty-five part-
time instructors, including some
of the foremost practicing attor-
neys and government officials in
the state.

Today most of the day and
evening division courses are
taught by the full-time profes-
sors. In addition a wide variety
of seminars and internships are
offered by the adjunct faculty to
over 850 day and evening stu-
dents. In the past decade, the
law school curriculum has
undergone dramatic changes,
evolving not only through the
addition of new courses but also
by the introduction of less tradi-
tional educgtional opportunities
like client counseling, a juvenile
law clinic, and a growing num-
ber of limited enrollment semi-
nars. Utilizng the new technolo-
gy of video tape, small classes in
trial advocacy permit students to
develop courtroom skills under
closely supervised and carefully
controlled simulated conditions.

Our moot court program is
most active and successful. Be-
sides standard intramural com-
petitions, the University of Balt-
imore regularly participates in

regional and national programs
— including the National Moot
Court, International Law Moot
Court, Patent Moot Court, and
Counseling and Negotiation
Moot Court competitions.

In addition to the enriched
research and writing opportuni-
ties provided in required courses
and seminars, the School of Law
sponsors two student-edited and
exceptionally well-received pub-
lications: the Law Forum and
the Law Review. The Forum
allows for thoughtful journalistic
C tary in a r ine for-
mat. The Law Review, now in its
eighth year and greatly ex-
panded, has come to be highly
regarded both within and out-
side the state.

The law school also conducts
an extensive, supervised intern-
ship program in which students
may obtain, for credit, invalu-
able experience working with
private practitioners, judges, and
legislators, as well as with the
Department of Legislative Refer-
ence in Annapolis. This past
year over 250 students were
placed in internships throughout
the state.

We are currently training the
maximum number of students
that can be effectively accommo-
dated, either in the current set-
ting or in the new building.
Fortunately, we can continue
be highty selective — the
qualified candidates remains
substantially larger than the
number of places available —
and word-of-mouth is making
the University of Baltimore
School of Law a more popular
choice than ever before.

Although a substantially in-
creased budget for the next fiscal
year has enabled us to bring
faculty salaries to the median
level of what they are across the
country, with the developing in-
structional emphasis on skills
and clinical programs, a lower
student/faculty ratio is becoming
more important than ever — no
longer a luxury but a necessity.

The clinical programs are but
one way to achieve the goal of
providing the community with
first-rate legal services. That ob-
jective is also being met by the
research activities of the faculty,
their pursuit of public-interest
litigation, their involvement in
continuing legal education, and
their active participation in the
life of Maryland’s legal com-
munity.

As an urban school the Uni-
versity of Baltimore, likewise,
has a special obligation to con-
tinue offering a strong day and
evening program for the com-
munity at large. Of course we
affirm our everriding mission to
maintain a first-rate educational
process that trains qualified
lawyers to enter the bar at a
level of competence, in which
they can develop into public
spirited, effective practitioners of
a rapidly changing profession.

L————«
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Judge Cornelius P. Mundy

Judge Joseph Allen

The State’s Attorney’s Office in 1900.

A Simplified Guide to the Courts . . . .

by Neil A. Grauer
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Rbe Sherman's Kiosk
By Jim Schneider

In 1919, a young man named
Abe Sherman, recently mustered
out of the army after World War
I, opened a newsstand in front of
the Battle Monument. And in
January, 1970, when he closed
up shop after more than fifty
years at the same location, the
same young man had become a
legend, and his kiosk, a Balti-
more institution. Of course, he
was too young to retire, and even
now, in his eighties, he still
operates “The Sherman News
Agency” out of a shop on Park
Avenue. But it was his place on
Monument Square and his place
in the hearts of the members of
the Bar that prompts this tri-
bute.

Weathering more than fifty
Baltimore winters and summers,
Abe sold newspapers from all
over the world to the Judges and
lawyers who, dodging the furious
onslaught of motor traffic, brave-
ly crossed Calvert Street to
pause at his shrine. He knew
them all: the great, the near-
great, and the not-so-great. And
they all knew him. And they
thought he was great (and still
do).

What makes Abe Sherman
great? It wasn't just the kiosk; it
wasn’t the fact that he enlisted
in the army in World War II and
won the Silver Star, at the age of
47; it isn’t even the fact that he
is Phil Sherman’s dad, which
makes him special to us on that
account. To a -whole city, this
feisty guy exemplifies the simple
virtues of guts and hard work.
But don’t ever tell Abe that you
think he’s great. He'd deny it in
terms too salty to print. And for

Abe back at the old stand in Monument Square, V-J Day, 1945, The
man on the right is Moses Sherman, Abe’s father.

Pete’s sake (and your own), don’t
ever call him “Mr. Sherman”. He
is just plain Abe, and don’t you
forget it. Politeness does not im-
press Abe. But don’t be deceived.
Underneath the earthy talk, the
gruff facade and the seeming
willingness to take on the world,
is a wonderfully kind-hearted

and genérous fellow. i

So on the occasion of the celeb-
ration of the Centennial of the
Bar Association of Baltimore
City, we tip our hats and say

“Thank you, Abe Sherman, fore
being Abe Sherman.”

Foster H. Fanseen

The Dickinson School of Law
is proud to honor one of its oldest
graduates. Foster H. Fanseen re-
ceived his law degree from this
school in 1915. During the next
sixty-four years his dynamic and
personable courtroom manner
would make him a legend in his
own time.

A native Pennsylvanian, he
left the one-room school and his
family farm in Mount Pocono to
attend East Stroudsburg Normal
School. Following graduation
there he entered Dickinson Col-
lege and later transferred to the
Dickinson School of law, from
which he received a Bachelor of
Laws degree.

Unable to foresee success as a
legal practitioner in the com-
munity of fifty persons where he
grew up, he went to Baltimore,
passed the Maryland state bar
examination Nov., 1915, and be-
gan his career as a trial lawyer.
It is not merely his long service
to his profession but his brilliant
career as a defense attorney that
we note today. His opponents in
litigation recall with dismay, but
with fondness, his sense of the
dramatic and the colorful.
Known locally as the “Bard of
the Bar”, Foster Fanseen has
argued more cases in court than

LIABILITY
INSURANCE

Policy gives defined coverage for claims based upon allegations
of libel, slander, defamation, false arrest, malicious prosecution,
wrongtul entry or eviction

optional coverage

Prior acts and innocent partner coverage included
ERISA and SEC coverage included

Limits available up to $10 million, higher coverages also available
Choice of deductibles available

Foster Fanseen

any other lawyer in Baltimore
A published poet, he frequently
brought poetry to his courtroom
presentations.

He has remained involved and
informed, through his many
memberships in legal organiza-
tions and associations.

He has served his community
as Director of the Lutheran Hos-
pital of Maryland, a member of
Smithsonian Associates, and a
member of the Maryland Histor-
ical Society of Baltimore City.
He was a board member of the
Baltimore City Jail for twenty-
four years. A devoted family
man, he is an active member of
his church. He is a Toyal activist
in alumni affairs of the Law
School he loves.

We are honored to bestow
upon him the degree of Doctor of
Laws, Honoris Causa.

Title Insurance Agents E & O Endorsement available as an

Monument Square looking southeast, as it appeared just after the Civil
War. The buildings on the left stand on the present site of the Civil
Courts Building.

Policy has the traditional “Consent to Settle” clause
Defense costs paid separately from the limits of the policy
Broad coverage of damages

Competitive premiums

Qualified, experienced agency and claims service

No charge is made for employed law clerks. paralegals
investigators or abstractors

e Issued by INA Underwriters Insurance Company

These are only brief highlights of the coverage; you should read the policy for a full under
standing of its terms. conditions and exclusions

Sponsored by
The Maryland State Bar Association

Administered by

LAWYERS INSURANCE AGENCY

1106 Cathedral Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21201

CALL 837-0809
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Mayor Howard Jackson presents American flags to Chief Judge
Samuel K. Dennis who accepts them on behalf of the Supreme Bench
of Baltimore City, June, 1940.
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In today's economy, with short-term
interest rates deciining, Baltimore Federal's >
30-Month MoneyMaker Certificate offers
you an excellent opportunity to obtaina -
high, unchanging yield for a full 2' years
on a minimum deposit of only $100.
These rates are available only through
May 31, 1980. Act now!

5100 Minimum

Effective Annual Yield

11.51%

Rate per annum

10,75

These 30-month rates available through May
31, 1980. Federal regulations require a penaity
for premature wi on all Money

Today, things are tough. Inflation, recession,
consumer skepticism. But despite all you hear
and read, saving at Baitimore Federal makes
more sense now than ever before.

When you save at Baltimore Federal you
can choose from a wide range of savings
plans and receive a high rate of return

3
t on your investment. Most importantly. Certificates.
r your money is absolutely safe; insured
f e Six-Month MoneyMaker
‘ of the U.S. government. What other
‘ investment can promise that you won't cm
i lose one penny of your hard-earned $10,000 Minimum
A
; money? Effective Annual Yield

If you're trying to build a better tomorrow,
worrying about the economy doesn't help.

Saving at Baltimore Federal does.

9.203%"

Rate effective May 15 through May 21

lations prohibit the compounding
of interest during the term of the account
on Six-Month Certi
*Based on renewal of principal plus interest
at maturity at the same rate. Rate subject to
change at renewal.
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Golden Ring Mall (in Hecht's), 686-6112 Hagerstown, 582-3840 /Montgomery Mall, 365-2412/Randalistown, 521-2400/
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